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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Taz Courr or Appzat has affirmed the decision of 
Mr. Justice Denman in Ottaway v Hamilton (noticed 
ante, p. 405), that the extra costs, beyond costs allowed 
ontaxation as between party and party, of the wife’s 
wlicitor in a suit, justifiably instituted, for divorce on 
the ground of adultery and cruelty can be recovered by 
the solicitor by action in a common law division. The 
Court of Exchequer, in Stocken v. Patrick (20 L. T. 
N. 8.507), held that the wife’s solicitor could recover 
‘costs as between solicitor and client by action. But in 

y v. Hamilton the costs had been taxed by the 
Court official; and it was contended that the 

tly remedy of the solicitor was an appeal from the 
of that official; and that the solicitor having 

tleeted to go before the Divorce Court for his costs, and 
ot having appealed, could not fall back on proceedings 
‘sbcommon law to recover his costs as between solicitor 
and’ client. The decision settles the right of the 
tolicitor of the wife to costs as between solicitor and 
client in all cases, and, moreover, establishes the right 
to recover the charges of detectives employed to obtain 
information as to acts of adultery. Now that this rule 
been established by the Court of Appeal, we shall 

be glad to know that the monstrous absurdity of 





party and party taxation by the Divorce Court officials 
subsequent action by the solicitor for extra costs, and 
then solicitor and client taxation, will no longer be kept 
up, and that the sensible course of solicitor and client 
taxation in the first instance will in future be adopted. 





Ovr READERS may, perhaps, remember that a few months. 
ago we called attention to (Gilbertson v.. Ferguson, a 
case stated under the provision of the Customs and 
Inland Revenue Act, 1874, and which was described by 
the Lord Chief Baron as “ of transcendent importance as 
regarded every foreign corporation in the world which 
had any communication with England’’; yet, owing to 
the generality of the provision of section 20 of the 
Appellate Jurisdiction Act of 1876 that no appeal shall 
lie “where by Act of Parliament it is provided that the 
decision of any court or judge” whose jurisdiction is 
transferred to the High Court “‘ is to be final,” the case 
had to be finally decided by the Exchequer Division of 
the High Court, before which theré were repeated argu- 
ments. We expressed a hope that in the forthcoming 
session of Parliament this anomaly would be removed. 
We are happy to say that this has been done by a section 
in the Customs and Inland Revenue Act of the present. 
year. Section 15 of this Act (41 Vict., c, 15) provides 
that “‘ after the passing of this Act an appeal shall lie 
from the decision of the Exchequer Division of the High 
Court of Justice or of any judge thereof, upon any case 
stated under the provisions in that behalf contained in 
the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1874; to Her 
Majesty’s Court of Appeal, and from thence to the House 
of Lords; and from the decision of the Court of Session, 
as the Court of Exchequer in Scotland, upon any case 
so stated, to the House of Lords,” 





Tue Marrimonmut Causes Act, 1878 (44 & 42 Vict. c. 
19), which received the Royal Assent on the 27th of 
May, introduces some important changes in divorce 
practice. The second section deals with cases of inter- 
vention or showing cause against a decree nisi by the 
Queen’s Proctor or any other person, and enacts that 
“the court may make such order as to the-costs of the 
Queen’s Proctor, or of any other person who shall inter- 
vene or show cause as aforesaid, or of all and every 
party or parties thereto, as may seem just; and the 
Queen’s Proctor or any other person as aféresaid and 
such party or parties shall be entitled’ to recover such 
costs in like manner as in other cases; provided that the 
Treasury may, if it shall think fit, order any costs 
which the Queen’s Proctor shall; by any order of the 
court made under this section, pay to the said party or 
parties, to be deemed to be part of the expenses of hig 
said office.” This is a wide extension of the provisions 
of the 23 & 24 Vict. c. 144, s. 7, which was held by the 
House of Lords, in Lautour v. The Queen’s Proctor (12 
W. R. 611,10 H. L. C. 685), to limit the power of 
awarding costs under such circumstances to cases in 
which the Queen’s Proctor succeeds in establishing a 
case of collusion. On the other hand, in Wilson v. Wilson 
(15 W. R. 22, LL. R. 1 P. & D. 180), Lord Penzance 
held that the section gave the court no power to con- 
demn the Queen’s Proctor in the costs of an unsuccessful 
intervention; and in Vivian v. Vivian and Waterford 
(18 W. R. 936, L. R. 2 P. & D. 100), the same learned 
judge held (following Lautouwr v. The Queen’s Proctor) 
that in the case of a private individual intervening there 
could be no costs on either side. All these difficulties 
are now removed. The 3rd section extends the jurisdic- 
tion of the court in dealing with marriage settlements 
given by the 22 & 23 Vict., c. 61, s. 5, which was held 
by the full court, in Thomas v. Thomas (8 W. R. 504, 
28. & T. 189), not to be applicable to cases where the 
parties have no issue, and by the majority of the full 
court, in Corrance v. Corrance and Lowe (16 W. R. 893, 
L. R. 1 P. & D, 495), not to be applicable to cases where 
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they have no living issue, to all suits, ‘‘ notwithstanding 
that there are no children of the marriage.” 

But by far the most important part of the Act is the 
clause to which we called attention in April last, and 
which is now section 4 of the Act. This section gives 
the court or magistrate power, in casee where a hus- 
band has been convicted of ‘ an aggravated assault ” 
upon his wife (within the meaning of the 24 & 25 
Vict., c. 100, s, 43), “if satisfied that the future safety 
of the wife is in peril,” to order that the wife shall be no 
longer bound to cohabit with her husband, and such 
order shall have the forceand effect in all respects of a 
decree of judicial separation on the ground of cruelty. 
The order may provide (subject to subsequent variation 
upon the application of either party) for the payment of 
a weekly allowance by the husband to the wife, enforce- 
able in the same way as money payable under an 
affiliation order, and the legal custody of any children 
under ten may be given to the wife. All orders are to 
be subject to appeal to the “Probate and Admiralty 
Division” (sic) of the High Court, and an order for 
payment of money or custody of children may be dis- 
charged on proof of the wife’s subsequent adultery ; her 
previous adultery, unless condoned, being a bar to an 
order either for allowance or for custody of children. 
We have previously expressed an opinion that some such 
provision as this was urgently needed; but we hope 
magistrates will be careful to use their new power with 
discretion. 





A LEARNED REPORTER is anxious to inform us that it 
was not at all because Bolton v. School Board for London 
was thought worthy of being reported in the Law 
Reports that he reported that case elsewhere. He is not 
in the habit of laying his judgment at the feet of the 
reporters or editor of the Law Reports. We are very 
sure he is not; but it is unnecessary to assure us of a 
fact we never intended to question. The point of our ob- 
servation was, not that where a hasty and somewhat 
ill-considered decision has appeared in the Law Reports 
the reporters for other series of reports always follow 
suit, but that where such a decision relates to a new point 
of great and general importance, it must either be sup- 
pressed altogether or reported everywhere. Once put 
before the profession in one series of reports the case 
will necessarily be cited and acted upon, and subscribers 
will feel aggrieved if they are not placed in possession of 
a decision upon which, until it has been reversed or 
overruled, they will have to act. We think it would 
have been for the benefit of the profession and the 
public if Bolton v. School Board for London had not 
been reported, and so the ground had been left quite 
elear for a more carefully-considered decision as to the 
effect of rule 2 of section 2 of the Vendor and Purchaser 
Agt. 





We cnpenrstanp it is arranged that the arguments on 
the rule nisi for a prohibition to restrain Lord Penzance, 
as Dean of Arches, from enforcing the sentence of sus- 
pension inflicted on Mr. Mackonochie shall be heard by 
the Queen’s Bench Division on Monday next, the 24th 
inst. The Solicitor-General will appear fot Lord 
Penzance. 





In the Bradford County Conrt, on Tuesday, Mr. Daniel / 


Q.C., in a case of In re Wood, Ex parte Schumann, made th 
following order :—‘‘ The court, being of opinion that the 
account directed in the order of the 7th of May when 
takex would as against the respondent, Schamann, accord- 
ing to the claim of the trustee, resolve itself into » mere 
money demand enforcible in the High Court, and having 
regard to the judgment of the Court of Appeal in In re 
Pollard, pronounced on the 16th of May last, does not 
consider itself empowered to exercise jurisdiction in the 
matter, and, therefore, discharges the order of tho 7th of 
Moy, and refuses the original motion, with coats,’’ 


THE TREATIES AND CONVENTIONS AS TO 
THE NAVIGATION OF THE DANUBE. 


In the Anglo-Russian agreement published last week by 
the Globe, which, though it may be incomplete, can 
hardly be otherwise than to a certain extent authentic, 
the British Government reserves to itself the right “ to 
discuss the question of the navigation of the Danube, 
in which matter England has rights by treaty.” I¢ 
seems worth while to explain how this matter stands at 
present. 

The 15th article of the Treaty of Paris, of 30th 
March, 1856 (Hertslet’s Commercial Treaties, Vol 10, 
p. 536), subjects the Danube and its mouths to the. 
principles which had been established at the Congress 
of Vienna for other navigable rivers which separate or 
cross different States, and places this provision under 
the guarantee of the contracting Powers. The naviga- 
tion of the Danube is not to be subjected to any 
hindrance or tax not expressly provided for in the sub- 
sequent articles, and, while police and quarantine rega- 
lations are to be framed so as to favour as muchas 
possible the free movement of vessels, no other obstacle 
of any kind is to be offered to free navigation. 

The 16th and 17th articles create two commissions 
the one—consisting of delegates of the seven Powerg 
parties to the treaty, Great Britain, Austria, France, 
Prussia, Russia, Sardinia, and Turkey—was charged 
with designing and executing the works required for 
clearing the mouths of the Danube below Isateba 
from sand and, other obstacles to navigation, and 
authorized to levy dues to pay for these works, 
These works, it was’ expected, would be completed 
within two years, but they were not completed until 
after 1871, if they are now. The other commission, 
consisting of delegates of the “riverain” states, 
viz., Austria, Bavaria, Turkey, and Wurtemberg, and of 
the Principalities of Moldavia, Wallachia, and Servia, 
was to frame regulations for police and navigation, to 
get rid of all obstacles to navigation, order and execute 
necessary works throughout the course of the river, and 
after the European commission should be dissolved see 
to the navigability of the mouths of the river and the 
neighbouring parts of the sea. 

A supplemental treaty of June 19, 1857 (10 Hertslet, 
p. 959), after providing that the Delta of the Danube, 
and also the Isle of Serpents—an island off the mouth 
of the river—should be placed under the immediate 
sovereignty of Turkey, instead of being annexed to the 
vassal Principality of Moldavia, binds Turkey to main- 
tain a lighthouse on the Isle of Serpents, and the 
Riverain Commissioners are to watch over the regu. 
larity of the service of the lighthouse. 


By the Treaty of San Stefano, this Isle of Serpents 


must, take it subject to this obligation to maintain @ 
lighthouse there and to the rights of the Riverain Com- 
mission, though their rights are not mentioned in the 
treaty. A public Act of the European Commission 
dated November 2, 1865 (12 Hertslet’s Commercial 
Treaties. 884), confirmed on the 28th of March, 1866, by 
a Protocol of a Conference of Plenipotentiaries, contains 
some important stipulations :—(1) securing the perma 
nence of the works made and to be made by the 
European Commissioners; (2) enacting a regulation 
of. navigation and police, and providing for this 
being carried out by certain officials to be appointed by 
the Turkish Government; (3) fixing a tariff of naviga- 
tion dues to pay for the works which had been executed ; 
(4) as to quarantine, and (5) declaring that all the works 
and establishments of the commission shall enjoy 
neutrality, and be, in case of war, eqnally respected by 
all the belligerents. 

In 1868 all the signatories of the Treaty of Paris, 
except Russia, joined (12 Hertslet, p. 1206) im 





guarantecing a loan of £13,500 for the works to be 



















was ceded by Turkey to Russia, but, we presume, Russia — 
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gxecuted by the European Commission. This loan was 

to be paid off by a sinking fund in thirteen years. 

' The Treaty of London of March 13, 1871, abolishing 

the restrictions imposed on Russia by the Treaty of 
as to maintaining ships of war in . the 
Sea, also provided for the European Commis. 

sion for the Lower Danube continuing. until April 24, 

1883, when the guaranteed loan would be completely 

mid off. This treaty also allowed the imposition 
of a temporary tax to pay for the removal by the 
riverain powers of certain obstacles to navigation caused 
by the Cataracts and the Iron Gates. This treaty also 

teed the neutrality of all the works and establish- 
ments of the European Commission. 

‘What proposals the English Government may contem- 
plate making for the alteration of the above arrangements 
canonly be matter of conjecture. According to the Treaty 
ofSan Stefano, assuming it to be carried into effect unal- 
tered, the Delta of the Danube, containing the principal 
yorks of the European Commission, will be transferred 
from Turkey to Roumania, which is at present not repre- 
sented on the International Commission. The constitu- 
tim of the Riverain Commission will also probably 
require revision, as the riverain principalities have 
become independent states, and Russia has also become 
ativerain power, while Turkey will have no further right 
ipa voice except as suzerain of the Bulgarian Principality. 
Inasmuch as past experience has shown the small 

ipalities to be very amenable to Russian or other 
on influence, a commission upon which they and 
Russia have a majority will hardly be a satisfactory 
bly to which to intrust after 1883 the navigation 
df the whole Danube, including the mouths and the 
watly works which have been constructed there, and are 
being paid for out of dues levied on the shipping. 
Russia, it must not be forgotten, will derive no advan- 
tage from the Danube being kept navigable. On the 
wntrary, every hindrance which may exist to corn, 

&, coming down the Danube, will enhance the value 
tithe same articles on the banks of the Dnieper and Don. 

It also deserves consideration whether some further 
wmrity might not be provided against acts being done by 

Wligerents which may permanently interfere with the 
tigation. According to the report of the British Com- 
tisioner on the Danube, presented to Parliament this 
year (C. 1976), “‘ in July last year a dam, consisting of 
sinken vessels filled with stones, and of stones heaped 
, ithe top of them, was formed by the Russians at the 43rd 
tile in the Sulina branch,” and “permanent dangers to 
the navigation ’”? seem to have been apprehended, though, 
owing to the fortunate absence of floods while the 
obstacles remained, they did not occur. The erection of 
sich a dam seems to us to be manifestly a breach of the 
With article of the Treaty of Paris: “‘sauf ces régle- 
ments il ne sera apporté ancun obstacle quelqu’il soit a 
lalibre navigation,” but it might be advisable to pro- 
bibit the erection of such material obstacles in more 


«aplicit terms. 


—_ 
= 





— 





On Monday evening, in the House of Commons, in reply 
Mr. W. Wynv, Mr. Cross said he was aware that cer- 
tain assizes had been fixed by the jadges for the week 
during which quarter sessions would be held under the 

of an Aot of Parliament. An arrangement 
however, been arrived at by which the inconvenience 
Which would thas be occasioned would in future be 


At the distribution of prizes in the department of the 


gases at King’s Oollege, on Monday last, the 

ig prizes and certificates wero awarded in law :—Lord 

's prize to Mr. David Churton Taylor ; the college 

to Mr. Thomas Lamartine ; Messrs. Stevens and sons 

Wie to Mr. Oharles Edward Tomlin ; the Professor’s prize 
5 uel Saw, and certificates of merit to Messrs. 
£D. Lown, J. Reeson, J. Manuel, W. J. Scott, and E. W. 





DISTRESS AFTER COMMENCEMENT OF 
WINDING UP BY PERSON NOT CREDITOR 
OF THE COMPANY. 


Tuese are very revolutionary times in legal. matters, and 
when we read the report of In re ‘Régent United Service 
Stores Association (Limited) (26 W: R.'579), we began 
to. fear that some important general order or rule of 
court had wholly escaped our attention. The decision 
and: observations of Malins, V.C., in this case, appears 
to be explicable only on the supposition that he had 
received earlier intimation than the rest of the world 
of a new Order of Court to the following effect :— 
*€Ornp, LXIIa—Exceprions From ati Ruxes. 

“1. Nothing in the decisions of the Court of Appeal 
shall affect the judgments of the senior Vice-Chancellor. 

2. The senior Vice-Chancellor shall be at liberty to 
object to the constitution of the Court of Appeal.” 

We say the decision and observations in the recent 
case are explicable only on this supposition ; and we will 
now give the grounds for this remark, first, by quoting 
the words of the Vice-Chancellor: ‘‘If my decision is 
appealed against, the appeal will virtually be to decide 
between the Master of the Rolls and myself; and it 
would be desirable, therefore, that the Master of the 
Rolls should not sit to hear the appeal;” and next by 
placing in parallel.columns the decision of the Court of 
Appeal in In re Lundy Granite Company, Ex parte 
Heavan (19 W. R. 609) in 1871, and that of Malins, 
V.C., seven years afterwards, in Jn re Regent United 
Service, &c., Association. 


Ex parte Heavan. 
Landlord not a creditor of 
the company. 

Held by C. A. that section 
163 of Companies Act, 1862, 
did not apply. 

James, L.J.— The opera- 
tion of the 163rd section 
must be confined to proceed- 
ings taken by a creditor of 
the company.” 

Now, with regard to the point of law, on principle 
nothing can be clearer than that the scheme of the 
Companies Acts is (as James, L.J., pointed out in 
Ex parte Hesvan) to provide for an equitable dis- 
tribution of the property of a company among its 
creditors, but not to interfere with any other rights 
which may arise during the winding up. Whatever 
may be the rule adopted, under the combined effect 
of sections 87 and 163, as to restraining distresses or pro- 
ceedings by a landlord or creditor of a company, it is at 
all events, we should have supposed, perfectly plain that 
a distress by a person who is not a landlord of the com- 
pany cannot be restrained. The injustice which would 
result from extending the operation of the section to 
distresses made by persons who cannot prove in the 
winding up is too obvious to be stated ; it seems, indeed, 
to have struck the Vice-Chancellor in the recent case, 
and to have induced him to adopt the singular 
expedient of converting the person distraining into a 
creditor by compelling the company to give an under- 
taking that he should be allowed to prove for rent as if 
he were the landlord of the company. That is to say, 
under an Act requiring the assets of a company to be 
distributed among the creditors of the company, the 
Vice-Chancellor made an order distributing the assets 
between creditors of the company and a person who was 
not a creditor of the company. The Court of Appeal 
held that the Vice-Chancellor had no power to manu- 
facture creditors of a company; but in holding this they 
merely repeated what Mellish, L.J., had said seven years 
ago'in Hw parte Heavan, and what Malins, V.C., had 


But supposing Malins, V.C,, had been right and 
the Court of Appeal wrong, what is to be said of 
the refusal to be bound by a decision of the Court 


In re Regent, d&e., Association. 
Landlord not a creditor of 
the company. 

Held by Malins, V.C., 

that section 163 of me 

ies Act, 1862, did apply. 

ok poe V.C6.—“I am 

absolutely bound by section 

163 of the Act to declare the 
distress void.”’ 
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of Appeal? It is not the first time that the Vice- 
Chancellor has taken this course. In Dugdale v. 
Dugdale (L. R. 14 Bq. 234) he refused to follow | 
‘the well-known decision of a Lord Chancellor in 
Hensman v. Fryer, expressing an’ opinion: that this 
latter case was ‘‘ decided pear aa per t mtb 
‘put the Court of Appeal (Lord: Cairns, :0., and James, | 
L. J.) subsequently expressly affirmed Heneman v. 
-dn the.case of Lancefield v, Iggulden, (23 W. BR. 228), 
Lord Justice James. saying that ‘‘the decision of 
Lord. Chelmsford ought’ to be bindings « « . It) 
was a deliberate and careful. decision of the Court of 
Appeal, given expressly for settling differences that then 
isted between various branches of the court, and it 
-ought to be treated as binding.” The result.of attempt- 
ing to overrule the Court of Appeal is of course simply 
to subject the parties to the useless cost of an appeal, 
and the profession to embarrassment and uncertainty. 














Recent Becistang. 


GIFT TO POOREST KINDRED. 


(Attorney-General v. Duke of Northumberland, M.R. 
26 W. BR. 586.) 


In early times the “‘relief of . . . poor people,” 
specified as one of the objects in the preamble to the 
Statute of Elizabeth (adopted by the court as the test 
of what are charitable uses) seems to have been under- 
stood as meaning the relief of the poor in general—that 
is, either the poor of the kingdom or the-poor within a 
particular area. A legacy to be distributed among 
**poor relations”? was said in Widmore v. Woodroffe 
(Ambl. 630) to ‘‘ stand on the word ‘relations’ ‘only ; 
the word ‘poor’ being added makes no difference.” 
And as regards legacies distributable at once the same 
rule still prevails; for instance, in Thomas. v. Howell 
(23 W. BR. 676, L. R. 18 Eq. 198), a legacy to “ each of 
ten poor clergymen of the Church of England, to be 
selected by J. O.,” was held not to be. a charitable 
legacy. Malins, V.C., said, “In one meaning of the 
word that is certainly a charity, , . . but it would 
be carrying the doctrine of the court.a long way to say 
that, because a legatee is to have a gift on account of 
his being a poor.man, that therefore it is a charitable 
bequest,” 

But a contrary doctrine was established in the case of 
gifts to poor relations intended to have: perpetual con- 
tinuance. The earliest case in which: the rule: was laid 
down seems to have been Isaac v. De Friez, in: 1758 
(Ambl. 595; see also 17 Ves. 373, note), where’ the 
gift was to poor relations of the testator and his wife, 
and the decree declared that the charity should be 
established. In White v. White {7 Ves. 422), in. 1802, 
it was contended that a gift ‘‘ for the purpose of putting 
.out our poor relations as apprentices” was’ not a charity 
as if it had been to the poor in general, but merely a 
legacy to poor relations, which counsel seem to have 
assumed would not be a charity. Isaac y. De Friez does 
not, however, appear to have been cited. Sir. W. Grant, 
M.R., asked ‘‘ Are not such cases supported as charities?” 
and directed the gift to beexecuted. In Attorney-General 
v. Price (17 Ves. 371) the. gift was to A. and his heirs 
to; ‘divide and distribute yearly, according to his. and 
their discretion, amongst the testator’s poor kinsmen and 
kinswomen . . £20.” Sir W.. Grant. held that 
this was a.charitable bequest; it was, he said, ‘to have 

perpetual continuance in favour,of a particular des- 
-cription of poor.” And.he distinguished’the case from 


that of an immediate bequest of .asum to be distributed 
among poor relations. 

In the present case the gift was of the rents aud 
profits of land ‘‘for the relief and use of thepoorest-of, 
my kindred” ; and it: was contended, on the strength of 


the gift was not necessarily to paupers, but to the 
poorest of the kindred—i.¢., to those of the kindred who 
although, it may be, having much, ‘had less than the 
rest. In Gillam v. Taylor Vice-Chancellor Wickeng 
said of Isaac v. De Friex, ‘“The testator’s bequest was to 


| his own and@’his wife's poorest relations, atthe discretion 


of the’ executors; not abstractedly’ poor, ‘but to te 
divided equally amongst such persons’ as’ the executarg 
considered to be the poorest relations, Every one of 
them might have’ £10,000 year, but some have 
£20,000 a year; and those who had £10,000 a year 
would take it. Still it was held to be a charity.” Tt 
obvious that, in Isaac v. De Friez, where the only gif 
having perpetual continuance was to poor relations, ng 
such doctrine could have been laid down’; and it 

be preposterous to hold that a gift to persons with 
£10,000" a-year was either a gift “for the relicf of the 
poor” within'the words cf the Act of Elizabeth, ora 
charitable gift “ by analogy” to that Act. 


ADMISSIBILITY IN A CRIMINAL CASE OF 
THE DEPOSITION OF A WITNESS UNs 
ABLE TO TRAVEL. 


(Reg. v. Wellings, C.0.R., 26 W. B. 592.) 


The question of the admissibility in.a criminal case og 
the deposition (duly taken before the magistrate) of » 
witness “so ill as not to be able to travel” has several 
times given rise to discussion, especially in . the) case.of 
female witnesses, and there has been. some. difference of 
opinion among the judges on the question whether pregs 
nancy is an illness within the statute. These doubig 
seem to have been originally caused by the: decision of 
the Court of Queen’s Bench in R. v. Huddersfield (5 
W. R. 629, 7 E. & B. 794), that pregnancy. was. nop 
necessarily .“‘ sickness.” within the 9 & 10 Vict..c. 66,4 
4, so as to preclude the grant of a warrant: for the re 
moval of a pauper who has become chargeable. In: 2, 
v. Walker (1 F. & F. 534) Willes, J., seems. to hayg 
expressed an opinion that illness from a confinementis, 
“an ordinary state not contemplated by the statute” 
relating to the admissibility of evidence. But. im 


Court. for the Consideration of Crown Cases Reserved. 
held that a deposition was rightly admitted where there. 


confinement, and was ‘poorly otherwise.” Erle, Ody 
observed, “There may be incidents attending an = 
proaching parturition of such a nature as to bring the 


of the presiding judge. In 2. v. Croucher (3 F. &B. 
285) Bramwell, B.,, admitted a deposition on the evidence 
of the witness’s husband that she was pregnant, and un 
able to attend. The learned judge expressed his. willing- 
ness to reserve the point, but the prisoner was acquitted. 
In &. vy. Parker (cited Arch. Cr. PL, 18th ed., p. 267) 
Mellor, J., stated (at the Yorkshire Summer. Assizes 
1862) that the general opinion of the bench was that 
inability to travel, arising from pregnancy alone, was 
not within the section. The recent case, however, follows 
R. v. Stephenson, The absent witness was the prose- 
cutrix on a charge of assault with intent to rayish. She 
lived fifteen miles from the place of trial, and her husband 
ye that she was unable to move without considerable. 
ifficulty, and was only able to get up for short intervals; 
and that she expected her confinement in the following’ 
week, though she thought it might take place at any 
hour. The court unanimously held that the deposition 
was rightly admitted ; and it may now be taken as 
established that the judge has a discretion to admit the 
deposition, on the ground of pregnancy alone; for Lord 
Coleridge said, “ As a matter of law, pregnancy may be. 
a source of illness of such a nature as to render the 
witness: unable to travel, so as to be an illness within the 





Gillam.v.. Taylor:(21 W. B. 823,14 B,.16 Eq, 581); that 





Act of. Parliament, This is in. each case within the dis~ 
‘cretion of the judge to determine.” 






R.. v. Stephenson (10 W. R. 546, L. & C. 165). the © 


was evidence that the witness was daily expecting her — 


case within the statute,” and he also laid itdown that the © 
admissibility of the deposition was within the discretion 
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General Correspondence. 


CONTINGENT REMAINDERS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—-I regret to find, from Mr, Sweet’s letter in your 
last: impression, that I have not expressed myself with 
sufficient distinctness. Will you kindly allow me to say, 
in explanation, that I entirely concur in the masterly 
exposition of the subject of contingent remainders to 
‘classes contained in the letter of Mr, A. P. Whately, and 
‘that my remarks were not intended to include gifts 
generally, but only gifts by way of use or by will. When 
a gift is made by way of use or by will to, the unborn 
children of any person as tenants in, common in fee, in 
remainder expectant. on a particular estate of freehold, 
there is a contingent remainder to the class, which be- 
comes vested the: moment’ that any one’ member of ‘the 
class comes in esse. But a contingent remainder which 
-esases to be contingent on becoming vested is not said 
to ‘be destroyed. Viewed in regard to the particular 
estate, each younger child, as it comes into existence, 
‘takes a vested remainder in his or her share; for a re- 
mainder is that which remains of the fee after the par- 
ticular estate has been deducted. But between them- 
selves each younger child takes a fraction of the share of 
each older child by way of executory devise or shifting 

‘ase;.for the shares of-the elder children open and let in 
the younger as they come in esse, 
JosHua WILLIAMS, 





REPORTING CASES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I have just read your interesting article on 
Bolton v. The School Board for London, and I am 
nxiousat once to dispel the idea that the reporters of 
the Law Reports are in any way responsible for the 
‘appearance of that case in'the other reports. As one of 
those who reported it in the latter, I beg to assure you 
that I did so because I considered that it decided certain 
points, and that it was not for me—whatever might be 
my private ideas on those points—to pronounce the 
@ecision erroneous and to omit to report it accordingly. 
Tdonot consider it any part of the duty of a reporter 
‘to report a case because the Law Reports intends to 
Teport it, and I remember at this moment one case, at 
Yeast, which was recently given at great length by the 
datter, and which found no place in the publication to 
which I was attached. On the other hand, I consider it 
part of every reporter’s duty to reflect carefully whether 
&# case is “‘ reportable” or not—that is, whether or not it 
AMecides or confirms anything in principle or practice—and 
toreport it or not according to his honest conviction, with- 
out being slavishly guided by the opinions of his brother 
teporters, In asserting thus the proper independence of 
allreporters, I admit willingly that it is well for the 
fepresentatives of the different publications to talk the 
@ases'over, as they may always do, among themselves, 
aiid'for each to give proper weight to the views of the 
‘Test. After this, however, every man should decide for 
‘Rimself; for otherwise a proper deference to the opinions. 
of others must degenerate into subservience, and if this 
‘should happen to the “ unauthorized” reporters the pub- 
lications to which they are attached must soon lose their 
distinctive character, and:therewith their authority with 
the courts and their hold on the public. 


- Lincoln’s-inn, June 17. Curque Suum. 
gs 





e 

« Ibis intimated that, daring. the sittings in London for 
trial of common jary acti which 

: to begin on Wednesday next, the co 


Cases of the Weck. 


Practice—Time ror ApPraLinc—OrpeRr on Morioy to 
DIscHarGB OR VARY ORDER MADE BY JUDGE INCHAMBERS— 
Timm: FoR Movine-to DiscHagce on Vary ORDER MADE 1N 
OnamBers—JupicatuRe Act, 1873, ss. 19, 50—Orp. 58, 
-RR. 5, 15.—In & case of: Dickson:v.. Harrison, heard by the 
Court of Appeal on the 18th inst.,.a question arose as to 
the time within which an appeal can be brought from an 
order: made by # judge of the Chancery Division refusing a 
‘motion to discharge or vary an interlocutory order pre- 
viously made by him: personally in: chambers. On the let 
of April, Hall, V.C., in chambers, ordered that the de- 
fendants should file’a farther affidavit of docaments in their 
possession relating to the matters in question in the action. 
. The-order’ was passed’ and entered on the 20th of April. 
- On'the 7th’ of May the defendants served notice of motion 
before the Vice-Chancellor in court’ to discharge or vary 
the order‘of the 1st of April. This’ motion’was*heard by 
the Vice-Chancellor on the 16th of May, and"was*refused. 
On the 22nd of. May the defendants served notice of appeal 
from this refasal: On the opening of the appeal the objec- 
tion was taken that it was brought too late. It was ad- 
mitted that, if the Vice-Chancellor had upon'the motion 
in ‘court varied his original order, an appeal from his 
second order could have been brought within twenty- 
one days from the making of the second order. But it 
was contended that, as the motion to discharge or 
vary the’ original order had been refused, the only 
subsisting’ order was the original order, and this, 
it was urged, could only be appealed from within 
twenty-one days from the 20th of April, the date 
of its completion by entry, and, therefore, the appeal ought 
to have been brought not later than the 11th of May, 
whereas it was not actually brought until the 22ad of May. 
If this was'not so; it was said, the time for appealing from 
an order made in chambers might be extended indefi- 
nitely by the device of making a motion before the judge 
in court to discharge the order, for the mere purpose of 
having the motion refased, and tbus obtaining. a new start- 
ing point from which the time for appealing should run. 
The court (Jessel, M.R. and Brett and Cotton, L.JJ.}, 
however, held that the objection was untenable, inasmuch 
as Section 50 of the Act of 1873 provides that ‘‘every 
order made by a judge of the High Court in chambers 
(with certain exceptions), may be set aside or discharged 
upon notice by any divisional court, or by the jadge sitting 
in court, according to the course and practice of the division 
of the High Court to which the particular cause or matter 
in which such order is made may be assigned; and no 
appeal shall lie.from. any, such order, to set aside or dis- 
charge which no such motiqa has been made, unless by 
special leave of the jadge by whom such order was made, 
or of the Court of Appeal,’ and by section 19 the Court of 
Appeal is to have’ jurisdiction to hear and determine 
appeals from. any judgment or order (with certain excep- 
tions). of the High’ Court, or of any judges or jadge thereof, 
subject. to the provisions of the Act, and to such rules and 
orders of court. for regulating the: terms and conditions on 
which such appeals may be allowed, as may be made pur- 
snant to the Act, and the only limit of the time for bring- 
ing. an. appeal is that which is prescribed by rale 15: of 
order’ 58—viz., twenty-one days in the case of an inter- 
locutory, order. Jéssel; M.R. said that, it having’ been 
found in practice in the Chancery Division that the provi- 
sion of section’ 50 would, in. many cases, lead to unnecessary 
expense in a motion in court to discharge an order pre- 
viously made: by a judge in chambers, the Court of Appeal 
had, in. Thomas v. Elsom (25 W. R. 871, L. R. 6 Ch. D. 346, 
21 Sonrcrrors’ Journat 768), laid down the general rule, 
thatspecial leave to'appeal direot from an order made by 
® judge-of the Chancery Division in chambers would be 
granted when the judge certified that he id fot desire to 


-hear further argantent in court} or whén' the Court of 
: Appeal was'satisfied in some other way that the matter 
had been fully discussed in'chambers. Inthe present case, 


the’ course pointed ont in section 50 had been 
rescy sme and section 19 gave the right of appeal 
from'tlie order made in‘ court, provided the appeal was 
brought, as'it had’ been’ brought, within twenty-one days. 





tinue sitting in Middlesex. 


Brett, L.J. said that, it being admitted that if, upon the 
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motion in court, the Vice-Chancellor had varied his 
original order, an appeal could have been brought witbin 
twenty-one days from the second order, it would be a 
great anomaly if, when -he had refused to vary his 
original order, an appeal from the refasal could 
not be brought within twenty-one days from the date 
of the refusal. Cotton, L.J., said that under rule 5 of order 
58, the duty of the Court of Appeal was to make such an order 
as the judge ought to have made upon the motion to dis- 
charge his original order, and the appeal was from the order 
which he had made upon that motion. And the court said 
that, though no limit is fixed by the Act or the rules of the 
time within which an application must be made to a judge 
to discharge or vary an order made by him in chambers, 
they thought that some limit ought to be fixed, and they 
were of opinion that, as a general rule, twenty-one days would 
be a reasonable and proper limit, though, of course, the 
judge could extend the time under ial circumstances. 
Jessel, M.R., said that he had adopted the limit of twenty- 
one days in his own court. Brett, L.J., said that he believed 
some limit had been already fixed in the Common Law 
Divisions, and, though he thought twenty-one days a 
reasonable limit in the Chancery Division, he did not wish 
to interfere with the limit already fixed in the other 
divisions. In the present case, however, this question did 
not arise, as the notice of motion to vary was given within 
twenty-one days from the date of the entry of the order 
made in chambers. 


Exzecuror—Orper oF Revivor—Costs—Orp. 50, RR. 
1, 2.—In a case of Boynton v. Boynton, which came before 
the Court of Appeal on the 19th inst., upon a motion to 
vary the minutes of tke order upon an appeal, a point of 
considerable importance to executors was decided. The suit 
was instituted in 1871 by bill in the Court of Chancery to 
set aside a settlement of real estate which the plaintiff, a 
widow lady, had executed in favour of her son, the defend- 
ant Georze Boynton, on the ground that its execution had 
been obtained by undue influence. On the 13th of Novem- 
ber, 1876, Hall, V.C., made a decree declaring the settle- 
ment void, and ordering the defendart George Boynton to 
pay the plaintiff's costs of the suit. Some other persons 
{including Charles Boynton, another son cf the plaintiff), 
who claimed to be entitled to the property under a prior 
volontary settlement made by the plaintiff, were also made 
defendants at the instance of the Vice-Chancellor. On the 
26th of June, 1877, the plaintiff died. At this time 
her costs of the suit had not been taxed. She had 
appointed Charles Boynton her executor, and he, on the 
14th of September, 1877, proved her will. On the 6th of 
November, 1877, the defendant George Boynton served 
notice of appeal on the defendant Charles Boynton and the 
other — elaiming under the prior settlement. On 
the 19th of November, 1877, the defendant Charles Boynton 
obtained an order that he, as the legal personal representative 
of the plaintiff, should be at liberty to carry on and prosecute 
the svit egainst the other defendants in like manner as the 
plaintiff might have done if she had not died. After this, 
Charles Boynton was added as a plaintiff on the record, and 
his name was removed as a defendant, but he took no step 
under the order of revivor, except that counsel appeared for 
bim on the hraring of the appeal, and stated that he would 
take no part in the argument, but would leave the argument 
to the counsel who represented the other defendants on 
whom the notice of appeal had been served. The Court of 
a ee = the Vice-Chancellor, and 

sm. t with coste. Upon the drawing up of the 
order by the —- the question arose Shathor the 
executor Charles Boynton was to be made personally liable 
to the sppellant’s costs of the suit and of the 
appeal, ot whether he. was only to be made lable fur 
those costs to the extent of the assets of the testatrix. 
The registrar adopted the latter view 
the suit, and the former as to t 
The point was of importance, 
amounting to large sum, and 
ficient to them. On the 
conte that the executor, 
vivor, had placed himself in 
plaintiff, and had 
that uently he wes 


liable for all 
of the appellant, though 


was entitled to an 





out of the assets of his testatrix. And reliance was placed’ 
on the case of Horlock v. Priestley, 8 Sim. 621, in which a 
bill had been dismissed, with costs to be paid by the plain. 
tiff. Shortly afterwards the plaintiff died. After his 
death, the costs were taxed. The plaintiff's executor re- 
vived the suit, intending, as he alleged, to appeal from the 
decision ; but he did not present a t eegeg of appeal. The 
defendant moved for a personal order on the executor for 
payment of the taxed costs, and Shadwell, V.C., said that, 
as the executor had thought proper to revive the- 
suit, he had placed himself in the same situation 
with regard to it as the original plaintiff stood 
in, and therefore he must pay the costs. On 
of the executor, Charles Boynton, it was urged that 
he had taken no active step under the order of revivor ; 
that the order was merely for the purpose of enabling the, 
appeal to be heard ; that some such order must have been 
obtained, and that it was immaterial upon whose application 
it was obtained. The case was, therefore, entirely different 
from that of an executor obtaining an order of revivor before 
decree. And, moreover, the duty of the Court of Appeal 
was planghp Se make such a decree as the Vice-Chan 
ought to have made in the first instance. If he had dis- 
missed the bill with costs, as he ought to have done, the 
plaintiff's executor would only have been liable to pay the 
costs of the suit out of her assets, and he ought to stand in 
the same position with regard to those costs now that the 
Court of Appeal had made the decree which ought to have 
been made ey . The court (James, Brett, and 
Cotton, L.JJ.), held that the executor was personally liable 
to pay the costs both of the suit and of the appeal. James, 
L.J., said that the case of Horlock vy. Priestley was directly 
in point, The general principle was this : if a party to 
litigation died, his personal representative must then con- 
sider whether he would or would not adopt the litigation. 
It was immaterial at what stage the litigation had arrived, 
whether judgment had or had not been pronounced, whether 
notice of appeal had or had not been given. The personal 
representative must elect whether he would or would not 
continue the litigation. If he elected to continue it he was 
liable to pay the costs of his successful adversary just like 
any other litigant, though he was entitled to an indemnity 
out of his testator’s assets. In the present case it was plaia 
that the executor obtained the order of revivor to enable him 
to efiforce the taxation and payment of costs under the Vice- 
Chancellor’s decree ; that could have been the only object 
of it. He had thus adopted the suit as completely # 
possible, with all its consequences. 
PRACTICEINTERROGATORIES AFTER JUDGMENT FOR 48 
Account—Orp. 31, x. 1.—In a case of Re Bridgwater, 
Bridgwater vy. Bridgwater, before the Master of the Rolls 
on the 19th inst., a question arose whether the defendants 
could be compelled to answer some interrogatories 
the ordinary judgment for administration had been taken. 
A statement of claim and interrogatories had been 
delivered, and then by consent the above judgment was 
taken in chambers. The ground raised for defend- 
ants’ answering was the delay which must occur before the 
information could be obtained, as the accounts could not 
be taken until after the long vacation. It was material 
that the plaintiff should at once have the information 
which he wonld have it the interrogatories were ordered to 
be answered. The Master of the Kolls was of opinion that 
the effect of consenting to the judgment was to waive the 
right to have an answer to the interrogatories, The only 
ground suggested was that of delay, which arose from the 
great quantity of business in his chambers, but that was 
perfectly unavoidable, and, though unfortunate, was 00 
ape eg thedefendant er the interrogatories. 
f he allowed such an application he might be compelled 
to do #o in every case in which a judgment was taken. 








On Satarday, says the Times, Mr, Richard Myers, soli- 
citor ; Charles Welham, a butcher ; and Benjamin Joy, an 
auctioneer, were committed for trial by the 
trates on a charge of having forged the will of the 
Mr. James Hatfield, » gentleman, who died leaving 

le amount of . Bail was refused, bat it 
is understood that an application will be made toa judge 
in chambers. 
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Appoinututents, Ete. 


Mr. Lewis Prick Detves Brovcuron, barrister, has 
been appointed to act as a Judge of the High Court of 
Bengal during the absence of Mr. Justice Cunningham. 
Mr. Broughton is a graduate of Trinity Hall, Cambridge, 
and was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 
1860. He was formerly a member of the Northerm Circuit, 
and was for some time Recorder of Rangoon. He has 
been for several years Administrator-General of Bengal. 


Mr. Grorce Horace Dayip Cuirton, acting under- 
sheriff of Bristol, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature, and 
also a Perpetual Commissioner, under the Fines and 
Recoveries Act, for the City of Bristol, and the Counties of 
Somerset and Gloucester. 


Mr. Fautxner Sanves Corts, barrister, of Calcutta, has 
deen appointed to act as Admiuistrator-General of Bengal. 
Mr. Collis was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
Hilary Term, 1869. 


Mr. Ropert THomas CuLLey, solicitor, of Norwich, has 
been elected (without opposition) to be Coroner for the 
County of Norfolk (Norwich District), in successicn to the 
late Mr. Edward Press, of Norwich. Mr. Culley was 
admitted a solicitor in 1855, and had for several years acted 
as Mr. Press’s duputy. 

Mr. Caar.es Frepuric Freeman, of the firm of Ellison, 
Burrows, & Freeman, solicitors, of Cambridge and Uaver- 
hill, has been elected Clerk to the newly-formed Haverhill 
Local Board. 


Mr. Arruur Joun Orway, barrister, who has been 


lected M.P. for the City of Rochester in the Liberal 


interest, is the fourth son of the late Admiral Sir Robert 
Waller Otway, and was born in 1820. He was educated at 
Sandhurst, and was for several years a lieutenant in the 
5ist Foot, and he was called to the bar at the Middle 


‘Temple in Hilary Term, 1850. He was M.P. for Stafford 


from 1852 till 1857, and for Chatham from 1865 till 1874, 
and he was Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
from December, 1868, till January, 1871. 


Mr. AnpREW Gisson PuIt.trs, solicitor, of Shifnal, has 
‘been appointed clerk to the Shifnal Board of Guardians and 
Rural Sanitary Authority, in the place of his father, Mr. 
Andrew Phillips, decessed. Mr. A. G. Phillips was ad- 
‘mitted a solicitor in 1870. 


Mr. Roperr Witu1aM WuirExock, solicitor, of Working- 
ton, has been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for 
taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women 
for the County of Cumberland. 





Zeqal Pews. 


The Carlisle Journal says it is generally understood in 


Carlisle that Mr. Henry Dobinson, solicitor, will be 
brought forward as a Conservative candidate for the city 
of Carlisle at the next election. 


The Speaker reported to the Honse of Commons on 
Wednesday evening, that he had received a letter from 
Mr. Justice Field, one of the judges appointed to try 
election petitions, informing him that the validity of Mr. 

de return for South Northumberland would not be 
uted. 


_ On Monday, at the Middlesex Sessions, the assistant- 
jndge, in the course of his observations to the grand 
ju said :—You are aware that a Bill has. been 
ht into the House.of Commons by the Attorney- 
having for its object the amendment of the 
law and tho establishment of a code of indiot- 

able offences. It is not too much to say of this p 
Ade that a more comprehensive measure of legal reform or 
in of par importance has not beén submitted for the con- 
of Parliament during the present reign. It con- 
tains provisions which will affect the jurisdiction and funo- 
8 of every criminal court in this country, and power is 
ac extending its operation to all other parts of her 
’s dominions where the criminal law of England is 


in force. It will repeal wholly or in part upwards of eighty 
Acts of Parliament, including the several statutes for the 
consolidation of the criminal law which were passed in 1861. 
The practical consequences of this extensive abrogation of 
statute law will be less, however, than might be supposed ; 
or the main object of the Bill being to simplify and consoli- 
date all that is of real value in the existing law relating to 
indictable offences, the essential provisions of these latter 
statutes are reproduced under new classifications and in a 
more.compact and comprehensive form. The value of @ 
legal code must, of course, depend to a great extent upon its 
absolute completeness, and it is obvious that a measure such 
as this, which is not only declaratory of common law, but 
designed to retain in substance so much that is in force under 
various existing enactments, must needs be of considerable 
length. Clearness and conciseness of language are too seldom 
met with in Acts of Parliament not to be appreciated when 
they do attract us, and, notwithstanding its bulky propor- 
tions, it must be admitted that the Bill has conspicuous 
merits in these respects. The matter contained in its 425 
clauses, covering nearly 200 closely printed folio pages, could 
scarcely have been compressed into a natrower compass. 








Court of Appeal. 


(Before BRAMWELL, BaGGaLLay, and THEsIcER, L.JJ.) 
June 19.— Ottaway v. Hamilton. 


This appeal raised the question whether a solicitor is 
entitled to recover extra costs in a suit for a dissolution of 
marriage, disallowed by the registrar of the Divorce Court, 
by an action brought against the husband, the respondent 
in the suit. 

The circumstances of the case were briefly these. In 
1875 the plain:iff, Mr. Gillett Jonathan Ottaway, a solici- 
tor, of 39, Essex-street, Strand, was retained by Mrs. 
Mary Frances Hamilton to institute proceedings against 
her husband, Mr. Digby St. Vincent Hamilton, for a 
divorce on the grounds of adultery and cruelty. On the 
80th of June, 1876, a decree nisi for a dissolution of the 
marriage was pronounced, and on the 23rd of January in the 
following year it was made absolute, The costs of Mary 
Frances Hamilton in the suit were allowed by the regis- 
trar of the Divorce Court as between party and Lae A 
against the defendant. But the charges of the plaiati 
for services and for money paid on behalf of the wife, 
being charges as between solicitor and client, were not 
so allowed. These were included under three heads. The 
first, amounting to £32 19s. 6d. as costs preliminary to 
the suit, such as interviews with the wife, instructions 
for counsel, &c., were altogether disallowed. The second 
head of £201 included the travelling and hotel expenses of 
a detective employed by the plaintiff to collect evidence 
against the husband in Ireland and other places, as well as 
the charges of the detective for visiting at a house in 
Dover-street, London, as well as obtaining the photograph 
of a girl named Rose, with whom the respondent had, as 
alleged, committed adultery, and which latter was set 
down at £31 10s. The registrar struck off £153 alto- 
gether, including the costs of the detective, and fifteen 
guineas, his travelling expenses, from the bill of ersts of 
$201, and he also struck off £26 out of a total of S101 
charged by the plaintiff as costs for obtaining alimony and 
rectifying the settlement, so as to deprive the husband of 
all benefit under the settlement, and inourred bet veen the 
time when the decree nisi was pronounced, and its being 
made absolute. The plaintiff did not appeal to the Divorce 
Court to review the taxation of its officer, but broaght 
his action against the husband to recover his bill of 
costs over and above those allowed as between par 
and party, and which he claimed as necessaries ‘‘ su) 
to Mary Frances Hamilton, the then wife of the defendant.” 
At the trial, before Denman, J., the verdict passed substan- 
tially for the plaintiff, subject to taxation of his bill of 
costs, and from his lordship's jadgment the defendant ap- 
pealed to this Court. 

J. C. Matthew now moved on bebalf of the appellant to 
net aside the judgment of the court below. 

Wilberforce waa about to address the coart on behalf of 
the respondent, the plaintiff in the action, whea 





Brauwatt, L.J., said they need not trouble him The 
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court was of opinion that this appeal must be dismissed. 
It seemed to him tbat suits for a divorce were in the same 
plight as suits under the old system for separation 4 mensa 
et thoro for adultery or cruelty, or both, and a wife had the 
same power of pledging: her husband’s credit now for the 
costs as she would formerly have had in suits instituted in 
the ecclesiastical courts. He thought a suit for a divorce 
was as much to be regarded as a necessary as an old suit 
in the ecclesiastical courts was. To say that a solicitor 
could recover his costs as taxed by the Divorce Court, and 
could not rely on the promise of a wife to pledge her hus- 
band’s credit, was only a surmise, for the Act of Parlia- 
ment did not say so, and this was no answer to a solicitor’s 
claim for extra costs if-shown to be properly incurred. As 
to the costs preliminary to the snit, it would be unreason- 
able if a wife could not pledge her husband's oredit for the 
purposes of proceedings rendered necessary by her hus- 
band’s misconduct; and as to the last item, with respect 
to the rectifying of the settlements-after the decree nisi 
‘was pronounced, they must be held to be costs in the suit, 
and the husband was liable for them until the decree was 
made absolute. The wife was, looking at the Act of 
Parliament and the good sense of the thing, a feme sole. 
The a of the learned judge must therefore be 


Baccattay and Tuesicer, L.JJ., coneurred, and the 
@ppeal was dismissed with costs—Daily News. 





Leqislation of the eck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
JUNE 17.—ROYAL ASSENT. 


The Royal Assent was given by Commission to the follow- 
ing Acts :—Consolidated fund (No 3), Exchequer Bonds 
(No 2), Railway Retarns (Continuous Brakes), Acknowledg- 
ment of Deeds by Married Women (Ireland), Gas and 
Water Orders Confirmation, Local Government Boards (Gas), 
Provisional Orders Confirmation (Droitwich, &c.) Education 
Department Provisional Order Confirmation (Mickledoer), 
Bristol Port and Channel Dock, Glasgow Public Parks, 
Burton-upon-Trent Improvement, Westhoughton Local 
Board, Dalton-in-Furness District Local Board, Forth Bridge 
Railway, Liverpool Improvement, South Hants Water, 
Tredegar Water and Gas, Conway Bridge, Govan Burgh, 
Alloa Harbour, Newhaven Harbour Improvement, London, 
Brighton, and South Coast Railways (Croydon, Oxted, and 
East Grinstead Railways), Cockermouth and Workington 
Water, Manchester Division and Borough of Salford (Stipen- 
diary Justice), London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway 
(various powers), Scarborough Corporation and Water, East 
Grinstead Gas and Water, Rhonddha Valley and Hirwain 
Janction Railway, Hemel Hempsted District Gas, Glasgow 
Municipal Buildings, Bedlingtonshire Local Board (Water), 
South Staffordshire Mines Drainage, Blackpool Pier, 
Lianelly Harbour, Clitheroe Corporation, Nettlebridge Valley 
Railway (Abandonment), Tees Conservancy, Market Deep- 
ing Railway, Sleaford Navigation (Abandonment), Rhins of 
Galloway Railway, Great Eastern Railway (Northern Ex- 
tension), Nottingham Improvement, Southport Waterworks, 
Merrybent and Darlington Railway Company (Winding-up), 

Street Tramways, Turnpike Roads, and Police, 
London and North-Western and Furness Railway Com- 
ies (Whitehaven, Cleator, and Egremont Railway), Mid- 
Railway pow powets), Wigan Junction Rail- 
ways, Great Northern Railway (Spalding to ees 4 
Staines and West Drayton Railway, Glasgow Municipal, 
London and North-Western Railway (Wortley to Leeds, &c.), 
and Fraserburgh Harbour. 


BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Private Birts.—Great Western and South Devon Rail- 
way Companies, Teign Valley <= Great Western 
Railway, Dover and Deal Railway -Eastern Railway, 
Nesth Harbour Commissioners, Improvement, 
Princetown Railway, Letterkenny Railway, Stockton-on- 
Tees Quay and Markets, Banbury sud Cheltenham Direct 
Railway, Manchester Suburban 


Prer AND Harsour Orpers Conrirmation (No.1). Pree 
anD Harsour Orpers Oonrizmation (No. 2). Etz. 
MENTARY EpvucaTion ProvisionaL OrpEr ConrirRMatiox 
(PortsmourH). 

BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 


Locan GovernMENT ProvisionaL Orpers (ARTISANS’ AND 
Lasovrers’ DwELLInes). 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 


Private Brtis.—Manchester South Janction and Altrin. 
cham Railway, Stoke-upon-Trent. Corporation Gas, Cleator 
and Workington Junction Railway, Leominster and Brom. 
yard Railway, Bradford Water and Improvement. 


Loca GoveRNMENT Provisional Orpers (Biruine- 
HAM, &c:). 
JUNE 18.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 


Private Britus.—Treberne’s Estate, Hounslow and 
Metropolitan Railway, Ramsey and Somersham Railway, 
Pontypridd, Caerphilly, and Newport Railway, Rosebush 
and Fishguard Railway, Metropolitan Railway. 


Enctosure Provisionan Orper (Luanratr Warsrpii)- 
Tramways Orngrs Oonrremation (No. 2). Loca, 

* Government ProvistonaL Oxpers (Darenra VAuter), 
Locat GoveRNMENT Provisional Orper (BerPer Ustoy, 
&c.). Locan Government Provistonat Orpers (Daw. 
LisH, &c.). Locau Government ProvistonaL Orpaas 
(Bovrnemours, &c.). Loca GoverNMEN? PRovisionat. 
Onvers (ABERGAVENNY Union, &c.). 

BILL PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Exementary Epvucation ProvistonaL Orprer OonPrRMi- 
TION (PorTsMouTH). 

BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 


Loca GoveRnMENT Provisionat Orpers (ARTISANS SND 
Lazourzas’ DwELLINGs). 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
JUNE 13.—BILLS PASSED THROUGH COMMETTEE. 
Enctosure Provisionan Orpen (Lianrarr Warerpii 
ApmiraLty AND War Orrice (Retirement or Orricuag)- 
Racecourses (Licensina). 
BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Dentat PRactirioners. 


JUNE 17.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Errina Forest. Criminat Cope (Inpicrapie OrrEnces). 


BILLS PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Tramways Ornpers Conrrrmation (No. 1), Tramwaxe 
Orpers Conrinmation (No. 3). 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 


Parvate Bit1s.—Belfast Street Tramways. Blackburm 
and Over Darwen Tramways. Boston District Tramways. 
Glyn Valley Tramway. Wallasey Tramways. 


BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 


Pusric Hearrax Act AmenpmMent.—Bill to amend the 
Public Health Act, 1875, as to interments. 


JUNE 18,—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 


Exementany Epvucarion Provisionat Onpar Conrmma tion 
(Lonpoy). 


JUNE 19.~BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
mutation of Tithes in England and Wales. (Mr. 





Bill to au.end and further extend the Aots for the Com- 
Cabitt.) 
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Haw StuInent’s Sournal. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
Trinity ExAMINATION, 1878. 


GENERAL EXAMINATION of Srupents of the Inns of Court, 
held at Linconn’s Inn Harz, on the 30th and 3lst of 
May, and 4tb, 5th, 6th, ard 7th of June, 1878. 


‘The Council of Lezai M/iucation have awarded to Samnel 
Henry Leonard, of Lincoln’s Inv, ead Hamilton Edward 
Lawranee, of Lincolo’s-inn, Ysqs., sideutships in jaris- 
pradence and Roman:civii iaw, of one hundred guineas, to 
continue for a period of two years ; and to George Robert 
Laxon Marriott, of the Inner Temple, Esq., a studentship 
in jarisprudence and Roman civil law, of one hundred 
guineas, for.one year. 

The council ‘have also awarded to Stuart Macaskie, of 
Gray’s-inn, Esq., the Barstow Law Scholarship; and also 
a cersificate of!hon our of the second class. 


The council ‘have also awarded to the following students 
certificates that they have satisfactorily passed a public 
vexamination :—Alexander Kaye Butterworth, Evan Edgar 
“David, Herbert Wyatt Davies, George Lloyd Foster Harter, 
Bertram Fulke Hartshorne, Maurice Otho Stanilaus Gray 
‘Kowalski, Percy Pellew Lascelles, Francis Lander Muir- 
head, William Phillipps, John Charles Potter, Henry Rowse, 
William Rose Smith, Philip Folliott Scott Stokes, Francis 
Randle Twemlow, Thomas Montague Morison Wilde, and 
William Henry Peers Williams, of the Inner ‘Temple ; 
‘Herbert Bradley, Thomas Francis Byrne, Charles Francis 
Cagney, James Lawrence Carew, James Power Everard, 
John William Campbell Fraser, Edward Forbes Lankester, 
Edwin Layman, William Aldam Milner, Mori Yoshi 
Nagaoka, Edward William Prestgrave, and James Aloysius 
Bcully, of the Middle Temple ; Henry Whitworth Andrew, 
Claude Baggallay, Henry William Thomas Bowyear, 
Archibald Cass, James Gow, William Henry Hastings 
Kelke, John Wallace Kidston, Basil Edwin Lawrence, 
Robert Sutherland Taylor McEwen, Alfred Romilly, Henry 
Walrond Simpkinson, and Stephen ‘Horton Williamson, of 
Linooln’s-inn; and Joshua Slater, and Frederick Cooper 
Willis, of Gray’s-inn, Esqs. 


The following students passed a satisfactory examination 
in ‘Roman law only:—A. F. M. Abdur-Rahman, James 
Richard Baillie, Algernon Barlow, Leicester Paul Beaufort, 
W. A. Bewes, Herbert Mills Birdwood, Barada Das Bose, 
Francis Alan Bower, John Mainwaring Brown, David 
Fowler Burton, Micheel Cabsbé, Arthur William Mont- 

mery Campbell, Arthur Capel, Edward Bushnell Cham- 
&. Douglas Harry Coghill, Eustace Conway, Josias 
‘Cunningham, Thomas Hugh Anderson Denman, Edmund 
Robert Bartley Denniss Denniss, Charles Robert Southwell 
Dimsdale, Harry Claude Edmunds, Thomas Edward Ellison, 
Alfred Charles Richard Emden, John Entwistle, William 
Hayes Fisher, William Foord-Kelcey, Charles Frost Foster, 
Edgar Cesar Fo, Theodore Le Gallais, H. D. L. Galton, 
Joseph Gutey, Thomas Anstey Guthrie, Abdul Haleem, John 
Duffus Harris, Francis William Henstock, John Walter 
Jones, Thomas Simpson Jones, James Edward John Julian, 
A.A. Khan, Frederick Reid Scott Kemp, Archibald 
Fitzgerald Law, Thomas William Lewis, Fitz-Hardinge 
Robert Bayfiéld Liebenrood, Frederick George Docker 
Lincoln, Bagot Francis Molesworth, Herbert Picton Morris, 
: d Edwin Morris, Joseph Shaw Mulholland, Alexander 

coner Murison, Hon. Lucius Murrough O'Brien, Michael 
Joseph O’Brien, Alfred Pain, Nicholas Lower Paliologus, 
Atthur Brilby Pearson, Louis Perrin, Joseph Powell, 
Charles Quicke, Robert Fulton Rampini, Nelson Moore 
son, Lienel Henry Rosenthal, Robert MoKilliam 
e, Peary Lall Roy, John Scully, Martin Charles 
Sharp, William Thornton Sharp, Archibald Coyegarne Sim, 
ommed Serajuddin, James Fawdington er Geof- 
frey Peter St. Aubyn, Alfred William Svanfield, G. H. 
Stutfield, Holland Tennyson, Allen Cottrell Travis, Geo 
Wallace, George ilson Waterhouse, Francis 
atkins, William erick Whetstone, ‘Hdmund Wren, 
@ad Arthur John Wright, Ksqs. 
BY Gyuel) SH. Waxeonn, Obairman. 
ign . H. Wanrons, 
‘Council Chambers, Lincoln’s-inn, June 17. 


Caurt Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATORE. 
COURT OF APPEAL. 
List oF APPEALS FoR Trinity Sittings, 1878. 
APPEALS FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, 
; For Judgment. 
Attrée v Hawe app of Corpn of Brighton from VC H (ca v 


June 5—present Master of Rolls and Lords Justices James, 
Baggallay, and Bramwell) 


Rob Duleep S a semanas (pt hd May 3—presént 

obinson v ingh a pt y 

Lords J csliteatlonany Cotton, and Thesiger) Fry, J—Jan & 

Ortigosa v Brown, Janson & Co app of defts (pt hd May 22— 
present Master of Rolls and Lords Justices James and 

Bramwell) VC H—Feb ro O with liberty to apply) 


Meller v Farlow “pp of plt M R—June 11 (S O for security) 

In re Cavendish, deceased Cavendish v Mundy app of plt 
M R—Oct 26 

Jacobs v De Morgan app of defts M R—Nov 2 (S O for 


security) 
me — appof plt V C B—Dec 17 (abated—S O by 
order 


1878. 
nee v Geoghegan app of plt VCM—Feb2 (not before 
une 24) 

The Nitro Phosphate, &c, Manure Co v The London and St. 
Katharine Docks Company app ofdefts Fry J—Feb 22 

Lee v Wills app of pits Fry, J—Feb 28 

Thomas v.Atherton app ofplt VC B—Mar6 

Malcolm:y'Smith ‘appl of defts Wetherell & Smart Fry, J— 
Mar 14 (S O generally) 

Richards:v The Swansea Improvement & Tramways Co ‘app 
of defts V C H--Mar 19 

Flower v Lloyd app of defts VC B—Mar 20 

Tildesley v Harper app of deft Anderson Fry, J—Mar 22 

Faithfull v Ewen “pp of plts M R—Mar 25 

Pocock v The Grand Junction Canal Proprietors app of defts 
V C H—Mar 27 

Krehl v Burrell app of deft M R—April 2 

Blake v Allfrey app of plt V C M—April 10 

Sheffield v Eden app of plt Fry, J—April 10 

Atpees-Sen. v The Biphospate Co appofplt Fry J-April 


Tippett v Spiegel app of plts Fry, J—April 11 

Wocon v Teteell wp of deft C M—April 12 

White v White appof J D Carmichael V C B—April 12 

Inre The Neath & Brecon Ry Co sppof JJ Williams & ors 
VC M—April 16 

Tunstall vy Close app of plts Fry, J—April 15 

In re Skinner, deceased, Skinner v Smith app of deft Chas 
Smith VC B—~April 18 

Curteis v Wormald app of plt. MR—April 18 


New Appeals. 

Lowe v Lowe app of plt VC B—April 30 

ere v Great Eastern’ Ry Co appof deftCo MR 
—Apri 

In re The Gold Colimd app of theCo VC M—May# 

Pryor v Wilson — pit M'R—May4 

The Nanty Glo & Blaina Iron Works Co limd v Grave app 
of deft VC B—May 8 

Hart v Sharpe app of deft VC H—May 10 

Lewis v Boetefeur app of deft VC B—May 15 

Child v Stenning app of deft Wagner Fry, J—May 22 

Blountv Mann app ofdeft VC B—May 27 

In re Davidson deed Martin-v Trimmer Davidson v Trimmer 
app of pits Vo H—-May.27 

Butterfield vSwire appofplt M R—May 30 

In re Ford & Hill (Vendor and Purchaser) app of Ford:and 
anr V C H—June 4 

ge decd Leash v Leach app of defts V Cai— 

une 4 

Chuttock v Muller app of deft V C M—June 7 

Samuel v Samuel appof plt M R—June 7 

In re The Londen and &o., Insarance Go app of 

titioner M R—June lé 
Gilbert ¥ Smith appof pts VC M—June M 


From Orders made on Interlooutory Motions in the 
Chancery Division. 


1878 
—_— Foster, one, &o app of Martin E Doman Y'CRM— 





an 
Addison VMonro app of plt VC M—April 15 
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nre Tuesaud, deceased, Tussaud v Tu:saud (White’s claim) 


app of White M R—April 16 

In re The Devonshire Silkstone Coal Co, limd, & Co’s Acts 
app of surviving liquidators YC M—April 20 (not before 
June 26 

In re The Accidental Death Insurance Co app of Contributories 
M R—May 1 

In re The Air Gas Light Co, limd app of official liquidator 
V C H—May 14 

Harper v Thwaites app of deft M R—May 17 

The Tong Local Board v Mirfield app of defts M R—May 17 
(not before June 28) 

OQ) Groom v Savery app of deft H Groom. V C H—May 


—— y Harrison app of deft C Harrison & ors VC H— 

ay 22 

May v Booth app of deft VC H—May 30 

= Co v Hanson & Co app of Hanson & Co M R— 
June 

Gilbert v Endean app of deft VC M—June6 

(S 0) The Anglo-lialian Bank, limd v Davies app of deft 
V C H—June 8 

In re Universal Fire Insurance Co app of Henley V C H— 
June 15 

Powell vy Burney app of deft M R—June 15 

Original Motion. 

Boynton v Boynton app of defts from V C Hall—heard April 
9—present Lord Justices James, Cotton, and Thesiger—men- 
tioned April 16—application of appellants to vary minutes 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 


For Judgment. 

Horne v Rouguette app of deft from judgt at trial without a 
jury before Lord Coleridge (c a v Feb 2—present Lords 
Justices Bramwell, Brett, and Cotton) 

Baxendale v Benneit rule nisi granted Jan 22 returnable be- 
fore Court of Appeal Buxendale v Bennett app of defts from 
judgt at trial without a jury before Mr Justice Lopes (ca v 
anaes Loids Justices Baggallay, Bramwell, and 

rett 

Porteous v Watney app of defts from judgt after special jury 
trial before Mr Justice Lush (¢c a v May 17—present Lords 
Justices Brett, Cotton, and Thesiger) 

Angus & Cov Dalton app of plts from judgt of L C J of Eng- 
land & Justic’s Mellor and Lush on special referee’s report 
{ca vy May 22—present Lords Justices Brett, Cotton, and 
Thesiger) 

For Hearing. 
(Remanets.) 
1878. 

Campbell v Rothwell (Liverpool D R) app of pit from judgt 
at common jury trial before Mr Justice Denman—Jan 24 
(pt hd May 3—present Lords Justices Baggallay, Bramwell, 
and Brett 8 O for referee’s fur report) 

Lascelles & anr v The Earl of Onslow & anr app of pit from 
order of Justices Mellor & Lush referring sp case back to 
arbitrator—Jan 15 (S O till Trinity Sittings, 1879) 


(New Appeals.) 

Wilson vy Newman app of plt from order of Justices Mellor 
and Lush for new trial—May 4 

Cay the Younger & ors v Volkart app of plt from judgt on fur 
conson after special jury trial at Newcastle before Baron 
Pollock—May 11 

Fowler v Knoop app of deft from judgt on fur conson after 
special jury trial in London before Mr, Justice Field—May 
14 


The Sheffield Wagon Co limd v Stratton & ors app of plt from 
judgt on fur conson after special jury trial at York before 
aron Pollock—May 17 
The Ecclesiastical Commissioners for England v Rowe app of 
deft from judgt on fur conson after trial without a jury at 
Mold before Mr Justice Mellor—May 22 
Drew v Nunn order nisi for new trial granted May 23 by 
Lords Justices Brett, Cotton, and Thesiger on application of 
deft returnable before Court of Appeal—May 23 
Wright v The New Zealand me ge & aor app of deft 
from order of L C J of England and Mr Justice Mellor for 
perowran, Phillips & Cov Free & Holl of pits f 
Borrowman, Phillips & Co v Free ollis app te from 
— at special jury trial before Mr Justice Deemea— 
une 4 


Bond v Green corel it trae Nitet <6 fur conson after com- 
mon jury trial before Mr Justice Lopes—June 5 

Trevena v Watts & anr Fad pak nag he eet ake 
land and Justices Mellor & Lush, discharging rule nisi tor 
new trial—June 6 

In re an Arbitration between G P Bidder & ors and the North 
Staffordshire Railway Co “pp of the Railway Co from judgt 
of LC J of England and Mr Justice Mellor on special case— 


~ June 7 
Nutter, widow v The Accrington Local Board of Health app 





Ss meee — —— —————$ ee 
of plt from judgt of L C J of England and Mr Justice Mellor 
on special case—June 11 

Griffiths v Bramley, Moore & ors app of defts from judgt at 
special jury trial before Mr Justice Denman—June 14 

Coverdale v Charlton app of deft from judgment of L C J of 
England and Justices Mellor and Field on special case—Jung 
14 


FROM THE COMMON PLEAS DIVISION, 
For Judgment. - 

Bryant & anr v Herbert app of plt from interlocutory order of 
Justices Denman and Lindley (ca v April 30—present Lords 
Justices Baggallay, Bramwell, & Brett) 

Kendall & ors v Hamilton app of deft from judgt after trial 
without a jury by Mr Baron Huddleston (ca v June 7—pre. 
sent Lords Justices Brett, Cotton, and Thesiger) 


For Hearing. 
(Remanets.) 
1877. 
(SO) Mayor, &c, of London v London Joint Stock Pank 
app of deft from Lord Coleridge (26 Jan, 1876 SO till 
issues of fact tried) 

(SO) Grant & anr v The Banque Franco-Egyptienne and the 
Mayor, &c, of London app of the Banque from judgt on de- 
rennet 19th Jan 1876 (SO to come on with appeal of J§ 

an 

(S 0) Kanitz v Scarborough & ors app of plt from judgt of 
Justices Brett & Grove on Feb 18, 1876—Feb18 (S O till 
security for costs given) 

Redrup and ors v King app of deft from judgt at trial before 
Mr. Justice Denman—July 20 

Yetts & anr v Foster app of deft from judgt at trial before 
Lord Justice Brett—Nov 8 


1878. 

(SO) Usill v Brearley app of plt from new trial rule dis- 
charged by Lord Coleridge and Mr Jastice Lopes Usillv 
Clarke app of plt from new trial rule discharged by Lord 
Coleridge and Mr Justice Lopes Usill vy Hales app of 
from new trial rule discharged by Lord Coleridge and 
Justice Lopes—Feb11 (S O till security given) 

(S >) Ford v Taylor app of deft from discharge of new trial 
rule by Justices Grove & Lindley—Mar 11 (S 0 till security 


given 

obsess v Hamilton app of deft from judgt after trial before 
Mr Justice Denman—Mar 26 

Kipling, Reg P O v Todd app of deft from judgt after trial 
without a jury by Mr Justice Lopes—April 5 

Kipling, Reg P Ov Allan app of deft from judgt after trial 
without a jury by Mr Justice Lopes—April 5 


- (New Appeals.) 

Higgs v The Wimbledon Local Board app of defts from judgt 
at trial before Baron Huddleston— May 6 

Plummer v Price app of pit from Lord Coleridge & Mr Justice 
Denman—May 6 

Swift v Nonn rule nisi for new trial granted May 13 by Lords 
Justices Brett, Cotton, & Thesiger returnable before Court of 
Appeal—May 23 

Goddard v Robinson & anr rule nisi for new trial granted May 
18 by Lords Justices Brett, Cotton, & Thesiger returnable be- 
fore Court of Appeal—May 24 

Roberts, William & Co v The Liverpool Alliance Land Co, limd 
st Ad defts from judgt of Justices Denman & Lopes on sp ¢ 
—May 30 

Bryant 4 Lefever & anr app of defts from judgt at trial before 

‘Lord Coleridge—May 30 

Entwistle v Hodgkinson app of deft from judgt after trial be- 
fore Mr Justice Denman—June 3 

Lemare v The London & St Katharine Docks Co app of defts 
from new trial rule granted by Lord Coleridge and Mr Justice 
Lopes—June 3 

FROM THE EXCHEQUER DIVISION. 
For Judgment. 

Berdan v Greenwood app of deft from interlocutory order of 
Baron Huddleston & Mr Justice Manisty (ca v May 9— 
present Lord Justices Brett, Cotton, & Thesiger) 

Willcock v Terrell app of deft from interlocutory order of Lord 
Coleridge & Mr Justice Lindley (c a v May 29—present Lords 
Justices Brett, Cotton, & Thes ger) 

Crash & anr v Turner app of deft from interlocutory order of 
LC Baron & Baron Huddleston (ca v May 30—present Lords 
Justices Brett, Cotton, & Thesiger) 

For Hearing. 
(Remanets.) 


1877. 
Se 8 pee eb Una wert one nud 
ramwe an 
Bunting v ay ee ors “pp of pit from judgt at trial before 
The Wreshaw, Mold & Connahs Quay Ry Co v Tho Little 
onns! 
Mountain Coal, Irom & Clay Co limd app of defts from judg 
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at $75 before Mr Justice Denman (S 0 till security given) — 
Jan 

Randall, Saunders & Co limd v Thorn & Co app of defts from 
judgt at trial before Mr Baron Huddleston—Jan 18 

Stevenson v Taylor app of deft from judgt at trial before Mr 
Justice Lones—Jan 2 

The Mayor, &c, of Penhryn v Best app of defta from judgt of 
Baron Cleasby & Mr Justice Hawkins—Feb 12 

Fisher v Drewitt app of deft from L C Baron and Mr Baron 
Pollock—Feb 23 

Smith & Son v MacDougall app of deft from L C Baron and 
Mr Baron Pollock—Feb 23 

Etty v Wilson app of plt from judgt at trial before Mr Justice 
Denman—Feb 26 

Rickard v Moore “pp of plt from judgt at trial before Mr 
Justice Hawkins—Feb 27 

Shaddick v The Crown Preserved Coal Co, limd app of plt 
from L C Baron and Mr Baron Cleasby—Mar | 

Fairclough v Marshall app of plt from judgt at trial before 
Mr Justice Manisty—Mar 8 

Straker & ors v Kidd & Co app of defts from judgt at trial 
before Mr Justice Lush (S O by order till appeal heard in 
another action)—Mar 27 

Meyerhoff & anr v Frochlich app of plts from judgt at trial 
before Mr Justice Denman—April 24 


(New Appeals.) 
1878. 

Daunton v Deacon & anr app of plt from judgt at trial before 
Sir J F Stephen, QC—April 25 

Davies v McVeagh app of pit from judgt at trial before Lord 
Justice Brett—April 26 : 

Hunt v The Wimbledon,Local Board app of plt from judgt at 
trial before Mr Justice Lindley—May 2 

Spackman & Wifev Gibney app of deft from judgt at trial be- 
fore Mr Justice Grove—May 7 

Lyseght v Pearson app of deft from judgt at trial before Sir J 
F Stephen, Q C—May 9 

Hillv Fowler app of deft from judgt at trial before Mr Justice 
Denman—May 11 

Ayres v The Fulham District Board of Works app of deft from 
order for new trial discharged by L C Baron and Baron Pol- 
lock—May 20 

Girdlestone v The Brighton Aquarium Co app of defta from 
order for new trial discharged by L C Baron and Barons 
Cleasby and Pullock—May 22 

Payne v Burgess app of defts from judgt at trial be,ore Mr 
Justice Mellor—May 24 


Postlethwaite v Freeland appof pit from L C Baronand Mr 


Justice Hawkins discharging order for new trial—June 1 

Attenborough v North Eastern Ry Co_ app of deft from judgt 
at trial before Mr Justice Manisty—June 3 

Brittain v Rossiter app of pit order for rule nisi granted Ma 
29, by Lords Justices Brett, Cottop, and Thesiger, returnable 
before Court of Appeal—June 3 

Shackle v Unwin app of deft from judgt at trial before Mr 
Justice Denmen—June 7 

Serff v Vestry of Chelsea app of plt from order of Baron Pol- 
lock discharging rule for new trial—June 7 

Britton v Potter app of plt from order of L C Baron and Mr 
Justice Hawkins making rule absolute for new trial—June 7 


From Orders made on Interlocutory Motions in the Common 
' Law we 
1877. 


(8 0) Beach, trading, &0 v Moss & Martin (Exch Div) appof 
deft Moss from L C J of England and Mr Justice Mellor 
(8 O for security) —Nov 23 

ry >) Beach, trading, &c v Gresn & Moss (Exch Div) ma of 
deft Moss from’ L C J of England and Mr Justice Mellor 

(8 O for security)—Nov 23 


1878. 

Appleford v Judkin (C P i) app of deft from interlocutory 
udgt of Justices Grove & Lindley—May 24 

A8 0) Hunt v City of London Real Property Co (Q B Div for 

vc at app of defts from order discharging rule nisi of 

LC Jof England and Justices Lush & Field sitting as a 

~ rae Court for new trialsa—May 27 (not before June 


) 

Harrison vy Richardson (Q B Div) order nisi for new rule 
granted May 30 by Lords Justices Brett, Cotton, & Thesiger 
returnable before Court of Appeal (set down as an interlocu- 
me app by order)—June 1 

Ward, Lock &'Co, assignees, &c v Duncan, Grant & Co (Q B 
Div app of defts from order of L C J of England Mr 
Justice Mellor on demr to ples of justification—June 4 

Woodall v Anderson (Q B Div) app of deft from order of LC J 
oe land Tis Mr Justice Mellor dismissing app from cham- 

—June 


éllor for new 


~Sparrow v Hill & anr, &o (QB Div) app of deft from 
order of LC J of England and ‘hr Justice ht 
< &tial—June 14 











Original Motion. 
Serff v The Vestry of Chelsea (Exch Div) app of plt from ofder 
of Baron Pollock discharging rale for new trial—set down 
June 7—application for security for costs 


FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND ADMIRALTY 


DIVISION. 


For Hearing. 
Remanets. 


1878. 
Ship Felton Bent—1878—O 1 The Owners of the Stray v The 
Owners of the Felton Bent and Freight appof deft from 
judgt of Sir R J Phillimore (with Nautical Assessors)— 


Mar 22 


Ship May Queen—1878—O 45 The Owners of the Annie 
Ainslie vy The Owners of the May Queen app of defts from 
judgt of Sir R J Phiilimore (with Nautical Assessors)— 


‘April 29 


New Appeals. 
Ship Jane Bacon—1878—O—No 46 The Owners of the Eliza- 
beth Ann & ors v The Owners of the Jane Bacon & Freight 
app of defts from judgt of Sir R J Phiilimore (with Nautical 


Assessors)—May 27 


Divorce. 
Caroline P Niboyet, petar y Jean Alex P Niboyet respdt app 
of petnr from order of Sir R J Phillimore dismissing petn— 


June 3 


FROM THE LONDON COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 


In re Houldsworth 
In re Moore 

In re Solomon 

In re Baum 

ln re Baum 

In re Barton 

In re Bell 

In re Hope 

In re Dierden 

In re Robertson 


Ex parte North Kent Bank, ld 
Ex parte Ibbetson 

Ex parte Dressler 

Ex parte Baum 

Ex parte Baum 

Ex parte Barion 

Ex parte Brandt 

Ex parte Hope 

Ex parte Dierden 

Ex parte Lewin & Co. 


N.B.—The above list contains Appeals set down to Saturday, 
June 15th, inclusive. 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
List oF Causes FOR Trinity Srrrines, 1878. 
Before the Master oF THE RoLts. 

Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 


Stoer v Coles act 

Swann v Bennett act 

Tofts v Braid act (June 29) 

Heugh v Chamberlain act 

Dinnis v Dinnis act 

Hepworth v Kevan act &m 
for judgt (July 10) 

Crapper v Rotherham Skating 
Rink Co act (July 15) 
The Companhia Telegraphica, 
&cv Grant act (July 1) 

Hoar v Seagar act 

Ellman v Ellman act 

Mirehouse v Barnett act 

Gray v Lucas act 

Arnes v Saville act 

Holford v Monolithic, &c, Co 
limd — act 

Simmons v Storer act 

McArthur v Sweeting act 

Dixon v Dixon act 

Fowler v Burke act (June 26) 

Ranelagh v Garrold act 

Palmer v Haycock act 

Thomson v Fonnereau act 
(June 25) 

Cox v Shoolbred act (S Otill 
security given) 

Twist v Pease act 

Scholes v Royle act 

Neeld v Neeld act 

Steele v Hutchings act 

Attorney-Gen v Great Yar- 
mouth & Stallham (Light) 
Ry Co act 

Revell v Revell act 

Hughes v Knos act 

Ball v Roche act 


Peebles v Henwood act 

Holland v Poppleton act 

Copland v Horner (issues of 
fact for trial without jury) 

Powell v Burney act 

Dixon v Dimsdale act & mtn 
for judgt (July 1) 

Woodwards vy The Lombard 
Bank limd act 

The Liantwitt & Black Vein 
Coal Co.limd v Bridell act 

Adair v Young act 

The North and South Wool- 
wich Sabway Co v Pym 
act 

Pares vy Woodcock act 

Evans v Rees act 

In re Woolf decd Plant v 
Woolf act and mtn for judgt 

Harthan v Plant act & mtn 
for judgt 

Salaman v Barnes act (July 
1 


J Bose v Woodford Local 
Board act (June 23) 

W_ Bose v Woodford Local 
Board act (Jane 23) 

Ellison v Mercer act (June 


22 
In df Stroud decd Stroud v 
Harris .act (Jane 24) 
Baxter v Webb act (June 26) | 
Sear v Nunn act (July 1) 
Wheeldon v Barrows 
(June 24) 
Maddick v Dicks act 
Anderson v Bank of British 
Columbia act (June 24) 


Lavery v Dodds act (July 8) Bonthron v Bowring 
(June 24) 
Farther Considerations. 


England v England fc pt 
hd (June 24) 


Grout v Camroux fo 
iscock v Wvodeock f 9 
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Hough v Rankin f c & 


sums to vary 

Ambler v Bolton fc & sums 
of pit & deft to vary 

Richardson v Camp fc 

In re Pahud, d Pahud v 
Grosse fc 

Société Anonymedes Huitriéres 
du Portugal v Holdon fc 

Gill v Hodge fo 

Brown v Smith fc 


Bolland v Houghton fo 
Rees v Drane fo 

Talbot v Frere fc (June 22) 
Adams v Pellatt f c (June 


22) 
< v Sullivan f c (June 
7 v Wilde fc (June 


In re Whitehead, decd Higgs 
vColbridge fc (June 24) 


Demurrers. 


In re Parkinson, decd Parkin- 
son v Parkinson demr of 
defts Hanbury, Buxton & 
Co to statement of claim 


Wilkins v Allpress demr of 
defts to statement of claim 


Causes for trial ‘without witnesses). 


Price v The Bala and Festiniog 
Ry Co spe pthd 

Jones v Griffiths c (July 15) 

St Bartholemew Gospital v 
— m for decree (June 


White v Earl of Hardwicke 
act (July 1) 

William v Jones act (July 1) 

In re Ingram, decd, Brown v 
Wright m for judgt (re- 
stored by order) 

—— v Thornber act (June 


Bramley v Francis act 

Gulich v Blain act 

Grant v The Illinois Midland 
Ry Co act (July 8) 

In re Hunnard, decd Hun- 
nard v Dove act 

Meek v Winter act 

In re Lumley, decd Haworth 
vNicholl spe 

In re Cullen, Becd Cullen v 
Cullen spe 

De Bernus v James act 

In re Day, decd Hands v Day 
m for judgt (ehort) 

In re Dowager Marchioness of 
Sligo, decd Lady E Browne 
v Marquis of Sligo m for 
judgt 


Morgan v The Swansea Urban 
Sanitary Authority act 

Sansom v Brook act 

Emma Silver Mining Co v 
Grant m for judgt 

In re Darby, decd Homfray v 
Darby act 

In re Weld, decd Weld v Sil- 
vertop spc 

In re Mortimer, decd Ley- 
cester v Leycester m for 


judgt 
Duke of Northumberland v 
Morrison m for judgt 
(short) 


Milvain v Milvain act 

Foster v Baker act 

Nicholls v Willaume m for 
judgt (short) 

Taylor v Barlow m for judgt 

aaa v Daly spc (June 


Gore v Garrett m for judgt 
(short) 

Cocks v Regent’s Canal Co 
m for judgt (short) 

Hodgkin v Hall m for judgt 
(short) 

Whitehead v Lee’s Estate Co 
m for judgt 


Causes for trial standing over. 


Turner v Malcolm act wits 
(S O by consent) 

In re Fotherzill, deceased 
Fothergill v Fothergill act 
(S O for evidence) 

Reid v The Buxton Cement Co 
c (S O by order) 

Kuhr v Dauglish act (S O 
by consent) 

Dickson v Pattersom act (S O 
till after byw 

Rashleigh v D c(S O by 
order) 

Banes v Smith act (jury trial) 

Chandler v Deadman m for 


lton act (S 
Michaelmas Sittings) 
ur v Bolckow act wits 
(8 0 to omne) 
Griittner v Du Plan fc (SO 
for fur certife) 
hes v Sexton act 


Furneaux v Pettigrew act 
(8 O for evidence) 


Bettini v Bettini act (S O by 
consent) 

The Corporation of London v 
Chilton act (S O by request 
of Chief Clerk) 

— v Blockey act (jury 
tria 


National Bolivian Co v Lloyd 
act (S O by order) 

Smith v we act wits 
(abated) 

Baugle v Hayes act (S O by 
consent) 

Delves v Cripps fc & ptn 
ban by order) 

Calley v Calley act wits (SO 
by consent) 


t 
till Morel v Hawtrey act wits 


(8 O by order) 

Morel vy Watson act wits 
(S O by order) 

Chilton v Mayor, &c, of 
London act (SO 

Great Eastern Ga 40 Bit Har- 
rington act (jury trial) 

Rivaz v Gerussi act (jury 


2 
The Globe Marine Insurance 
a act (jury 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir RicHaRnp Manis. 
Causes for trial. 


Powell v Jewesbu demr 

In re Crowle, decd Crowle v 
Crowle demr 

Smith v Cochrane demr 

Cochrane v Earl of Dundas 
demr 

Wright v Barnett o 


Tus-aud v Elliston act 
Norton vy L and N W Ry Co 


act 
Duke of Rutland v Tutin and 
Co & 


act & demr 
a Coal Cov Mid- 
land Wagon Co act 





Ames v Cadogan act 

Jenney v Bell act 

In re Aston, decd Hughes v 
Aston act Nottingham D R 

Foley v Vizard act 

Barber v Batchelor act 

Milne v Taylor spc 

Weldon v Dicks act 

De Bolla v Teape act 

Smith v Smith spc 

Armitage v Marshall f c 


(July 22) 

Thorley’s Food for Cattle v 
Massan act (not to come on 
till ordered) 

Farrar v Green fc & sums to 
vary (June 24) 

Wilson v De Coulon act 

Taylor v Guppy act (jury 
trial) 

Taylor v Guppy m for judgt 

Twinberrow v Braid act, wits 
(July 1, pt hd) 

Charlton v Swan act 

Boville v Cooper m for judgt 

Fraser v Smith act, wits 

Hollins vy Campbell act, wits 

Chapman v Loftus fo 

In re Castro decd De Castro v 
Pelly fo 

Mayhew v Cattermole fc 

Williams v Hughes fo 

In re Brown decd Lawley v 
Dixon act (not before Nov 
4 


Collier v Selig act, wits 

Harris v Harford fc 

Lord Lovat v Leslie spc 

Boyes v Cook fc 

Bryan v Moss fur con and 
sumns to vary 

Collins v Bishop fc 

Smith v Bennett fo 

Burroughs v Howard fo 

Johnson v Blackett fc 

In re Little decd Ashworth v 
Little fe 

Ashworth v Munn fe 

Deakins v Andrews fc 

Pack vy Darby fc 





In re Lawton decd Smith y. 
Kay fe (short) 

Bewick v Cheese fc 

In re Richards decd Hilton y 
Jones fc and smns to Vary. 

Riddell v Dodds act wits 
(July 15 

Milner v Milner act 

Tamplin v James act wits 

Lesy v Daroton act wits 

In re Teall decd French y- 
Andrews act & mtn forjdgt 

Oliver v Oliver act 

Garbett v Watson act 

7 v Davis fc Liverpool 


Ashworth v Lord act 

Breton v Mocket fc 

Hamilton v Hamilton act wits 

Davies v Phillips act wits 

Williams v Gib act & mtn 
for jdgt 

Pakenham v Holland fe 

Smither v Norton fc 

Walton v Waiton act (short) 

In re Hogg decd Darke >» 
Brown fo 

West v Davies act 

Daycock v Le Villain act 

Broad vy Chapman fo 

In re Bridges decd Molesworth, 
v Benson feo 

Nicholson v Vestry of Mile End 
Old Town act wits 

In re Wilson decd Wilson > 
Wilson mtn for judgt (short) 

Small vy Chamberlain Chamber- 
lain v Small act 

Thomson Wylie & Co v Saxby 
act wits 

Massam v Thorley’s Cattle 
Food Co m fj 

Norton v Mansel act 

In re Williams decd Williams 
v Pearson fe 

Tolson v Tolson mtn for 

Hawksworth v British 
Colimd a&m fj 

In re Finch decd Abbiss v 
Barney min for jdgt (shorty 


Causes standing over. 


Marray v Crichton fc (S 0) 
Dunning v Berridge c (S VU) 
Back v Hay, Bart o (S O) 
Harris v Harris m judgt MS O) 
In re Eaton, deceased Eaton 
v Eaton m jdt(S 0) 
Sadler v Whalley (S 0) 
Smith v Chadwick act (S 0) 


ios v Greenwood fc (8.0 


) 
In re Dunnell, decd Kinsey ¥ 
Webber fc (SOG) 

In re James Gusman fc peta 
of right (SV) : 
Crowle v Crowle 1878 C % 
Crowle v Crowle 1878 0.95 

m judgt (S O G) 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon. 
Cc trial. 


‘auses 
Bradbury v Lamb c wits 
Jones v Heavens act 

Inre Smith Tetlaw v Smith 
act with wits (not before 
June 28) 

Comfort v Brown sp c¢ (not 
betore June 28) 

In re Ward, deceased Bom- 
ment v Balls act wits 

Rolls v Isaacs act (not before 
July 1) 

The Aberberg Colliery, limd v 
Pen y Van Colliery Co act 
(not before June 30) 

Haug v Darley act 

Earl of Sandwich v Great Nor- 


In re arn v 
r 

Randell ¥ Prosser act, wits 

Mills v Jennings act (July 18) 


Clarke + Brilests 2 nyt 
rke v B ass 14 


Kemys, &c, 
act 


Lane v Munns act and mf 
judgt pd hd (June 26) 

Palmer v Moden act 

Cope v Few act 

Hesketh v The Bolton Guar- 


dians act 
In re Nightingale, decd Pike v 
Hobbs act 
Pritchard v Cantor act, wits 
Attoraey-Gen v Hill o wits 
Twidell v Macnamara act 
Dicks v Brooks act, wits 
Wageman v ¢ 


wts 
Torrens ¥ Millington mf 


udgt 
Morgen v MS cing, to act 
wits (not y 
Marriott v “Marriott 


v Lowes conson 
Lewis v Smith fur conson & 
Dickon * Smith far: conson 
on Vv 
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Causes Standing Over. 


The Nanty-Glo and om 
ts Works cae ye 
Carlton o wits ( Dm 
Original Hartlepoo lleries 
Oe son rte (S 0) 
‘Moon v Original Hartlepool 
Collieries Co c wits (S O) 
Crosbie v Perkes c hi 0) 
Berlin, ee Co ‘ — 
Sewage Co c ( 
v The Wet London 
mg 0 Building Society 


) 
3 ee Sharp m judt (S 
= Jones Jones v Jones 


act (not to be in the paper 
before anr act not set down) 


Basham v Hutchinson c (S 8} 
Hutchinson v Basham c (S O 
In re Latimer Atkinson v 
Latimer act (abated) 

Tolputt v Kilburn c wits (S 0) 
Wright v Wright o wits (S 0 
Byron v Deacon o wits (abated 
Thorpe v Snowden act (S 


Whiteley v Pearce act wits 


$0) 
Hope v Gibbs (abated) 
In re Wallace, deceased, Wal- 
lace v Wallace act and m for 
judgt (S O G) 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir CuAnLEs HAL. 
Causes for trial. 


Jones v Jones demr 
> of Peru v Ruzo m 
decree (not before July 


1 
A v Malet c wits 


In re Wintle, deceased, Wintle I 


v Wintle m for judgt 
In re Hall Cadle v Gough 
act wits (not before June 24) 
7” es Vv in act wits (not 


before June 
Roberts v 


judgt 

Bowly v Hino act (not 
Kipping vk Ke h act 

pping v 
Clements v oe act 
‘Binney v Lincoln act (July 9) 
Walker v Garbutt act wits 
In re Webb, decd Webb v 

Webb act 
Om v Hudson act with 


qo Banking Co of 
lasgow v Johnson act 

Adams v Cheesman act 

Burkinshaw v Union Bank of 
Hull act 

‘In ‘re “Walton, decd Sharp v 
Hall act with wits (pt hd) 

‘Ancona v Waddell fur con 

arr v Hamand act wits (pt 


) 
Day v'Kirk act 
Engelhardt v oaelbertt spc 
Robinson v Brett act 
Inre Hobson, decd Foster v 
Hobson act ag m for judgt 
inte Brogden, decd Bud 
re ei) tt 
v Brogden act 
Holyoake v Loch act 
Thomasv Mytton c wits 
Staffordshire, &., Co v 
Bloomer act eh ng judgt y 
Dine ¥ nie’ an a ( 
vinglis act, not 
before Tuly 9 9) 
Evans oe Mayor &c,of Aberyst- 


Mills ¥ Onezebrook act 
gr Pi ria Docks Co 
7a oe 
Crossley v Barker act, wits 
oy v Bridgman fur con- 


Stewart v Green act, wits 
Pfoma v Williams act, 


Gury Ramsden fur conson 
Light v Light fur conson 


In re Eliot, decd Glover v 
Eliot act 
Bensusan v Martin act wits 
ps Vv — yt judgt 
Jooper Vv r fur conson 
n my Winkworth, decd Col- 
lins v Winkworth fur con- 
eon 
Cree v Metcalf act 
Janes v Holmes act, wits . 
Allen v Sackham act 
Jones v Clifford fur con and 
sumus to vary 
Fenwick vy Fenwick fur con- 


son 

Lefroy v Magratti m f judgt 
Welsh v Maange act 

Hart v Hart fur conson 
Attorney-General’ v Swansea 


Improvement & Tramway | 


Co act, wit, p#hd 

Tn re Edwards, decd Kensing- 
ton v Edwards furconson 

In re Maxwell, decd Maxwell 
v Cartwright act 

Billioge v Tunstall fc 

In re Jerdein decd Jerdein v 
Jerdein act 


Deacon v Fothergill act &mtn | 


for jdgt 
Anson v Homer 
i re Bayley dood Watts v 


Bayley act 
In re Ord decd Dickinson v 


Dickinson rT c 

Chambers v Playne act 

Pilkington v Baker British 
Mutual Cov Pilkington mtn 
for jdgt 

Wright v Hattersley act 

Murray v Pocock fc 

Browne v Russell act 

Smith v Conder fc & sums to 


vary 

West of England, &,' Bank v 
Teign Valley Ry Co act 

In re Cutler's Seti t Gut- 
ler v Cutler act 

Holland v Holland f o & sums 


to bis 4 
Beckwith v Beckwith fc 
Blaces vInman fc 
Pledger v Smith m for judgt 
Aston v Leech fo 
Clare v West act 
Lewis v Restall m for judgt 
Mallam v Caught act 
Beal v Morris m for judgt 
(short 


In re Brown, decd Wilson v | 


Brown fc 


Causes Standing Over. 


Prothero v Fox © (pending 
Hunt v City of London act 
trial 
ots nits Q) 
Dowdeswell 
act wits\(S O Nov. 1878) 


Parsons v Harris © act (8 0) 


1 act (9 Ofer, 


vidence 
Holt v Hol act trial) 
In re Da Costa, deceased, Da | 
Costa v Da Costa m for judgt, | 
pt hd (S 0) 





Jones v Prothero act Smith v United Co-operative 
ae ¥ s Hopkins & on , &e, Society act (S O 


) 
Nash v Billingham act(S 0) Coleman v Lloyd fc A 0) 
Bedford v Isaacs act (S 0) Rutley v Doherty act (evi- 
Millard v Bertill act and mfor — dence not complete) 
judgt (S O Craven Banking Co v Smith 
De Windt v m for judgt (5 O G) 


p (S 0) v Huntback act (jury 
Thomas v Hastelow act (S 0) — 
Lawrie v Lees act (S 0) In re Leopold, decd Hamelin 
Mayor, &c, of Portsmouth vy v Fileman m judgt (S 
Foster (SO G) tn security given) 
Paris v Oleaga c 1s 0) Bibbens v Potter fc (S Oby 
consent) 


Before Mr. Justice Fry. 
Hibbs v Cresswell fc 


eat 


ohnson fc and 


Causes for Trial. 


Dawson v Dawson c (S O— Hunt v The Glamorgan 
VCH) Co, limd act (8 O—MR) 

Platt v Kershaw act (S O— — v Hopw act wits 
vV 


CH) 
Litton v Litton act (SO) V CH 


Transferred from Vice-Chancellor Mautns, by Order of 27th 
July, 1877. 
In re Blakeway Simcox v In re Rawstron Pickup v 
Blakeway act (SO) Rawstron act 
Gardner v Woodhouse act Steuart v Gladstone c 
Bell v Lawrence act wits (SO 


G) 
Stuart v Trewbella act 


with wits (SO G) 
Dyer v Stamp act with wits 
Ashley v Taylor act with wits 
(8 0) 


Transferred from Vice-Chancellor MALtns and Vice-Chancellor 
Hatt, by Order of the 19th November, 1877. 


Mattinson v Tickell act wits Biller v Power Power v 

VCM Biller act wits VC M (not 
Gibbs v Somerset, & Ry act _ before July 1) 

(80) VCH In re Turner, deceased Turner 
Nicholasv Nicholas act VCM  v Turner m judgt (S 0) 
Rees v Wigram act VCH VCM 
Morris v Somerset, ye a Co Cracknall v Janson act'&im 

act wits (SO) V judgt VCA 
Broomfield v levtines act Rolt v Coulson act eee 

(S 0) VEM compromise) V CM 
England v Keily act VCH Nicholas v Nicholas act 
Ewing & Co v Johnstone & VCM 

Co actwits(SO) VCH 


Transferred from Vice-Chancellor Mains, by Order of 21st 
February, 1878. 


Glencross vy -Glencross act Parker v Burne act (S 0) 
Swift v Balshaw actwith wits 
—— v Oliver m judgt (S O 


) y- 
Associated Home Co v Whic- — Snowball act (S O G) 
hord act with wits (not be- Vander-Howen v Hope act 
fore July 2) with wits ,(ander compro- 
In re Bell, decd Bath v Bell _ mise 
act with wits (S OQ) Lord Rokeby v Elliot -c 
Maxon v Evett co (S 0) 


Transferred from Vice-Chancellor Bacon, by order of Sty 
April, 1878. 
Bertram v Cooper act with 


March v Farrant a (SO G) 
wits (ander compromise) 


Weardale Iron, &c, Vo v Tuke 
act with wits 


Re-tranaferred from Vice-Chancellor Bacon, by order of 23rd 
of May, 1878. 


Shroff v The Albion Life Neame vw Barling act 
Assurance Soc. act wits. before July 1) 

Clark v Stocks act (notbe- Wrigat v Gadeden act (not 
fore June 20) before Jaly 2) 

Parker v Parker (postponed In re Bather, decd, Bather v 
until fur ord Bather act wits 

Renshaw v. Galmoye v has act 
(not before July 23 Donamette v . La Mert (notbe- 


Green v Tribe act & motn for ) 
Johnston v Spratt (not before 
July 1) 


(not 


judgt pt hd 
\) The.above list contains causes set dewn to Saturday, June lj, 
inclusive. 
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MIDDLESEX, 
Trinity Srrtme, 1878. 
LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 
(Continued from page 650.) 


CP 90 Everett & aur (Tippetts, Son & T) v Tolhurst & anr 

(T Sismey) 

QB 91 Everard (Pearpoint & S) v Polak (J A S Mathews) 

QB 92 The Queen (Nicholson & H) v Metropolitan Board of 
Works (W W Smith) SJ 

CP 93 Haynes (Pyke & M) v Truscott (Chorley, C & C) 

QB 94 Guscotte (T Guscotte) v Stevens (H Montagu) 

Ex 95 Trustees of St Mary, Whitechapel (H S Mitchell) v 
The East London Ry Co (Wilson, B & C 

QB 96 Lawrence (G Brown & Sons) v North London Ry Co 
(R F Roberts) SJ 

CP 97 Hamilton (Harper, B & B) v De Burgh (Parkers) 

C P 98 Chamberlaine (S G Ashwin) v Barnwell, Clerk (Whit- 
aker & W) SJ 

CP 99 Same (Same) v T W Wallington (Same) SJ 

CP 100 Same (Same) v J Wallington (Same) SJ 

CP 101 — (Birchim & Co) v Phillips (Beyfus & B) 


Ex 102 Gielgud (Wilkins, B & F) v Zohrab (F Dollman) 

Q B 13 Wafford (W Rutter) v Morris (Hanbury, H & W) 

Ex 104 L& N Western Ry Co (R F Roberts) v Metropolitan 
District Ry Co (Baxter & Co) SJ 

QB 105 Marimon (Brandons) v Gye (J P Sweetman) SJ 

C P 106 Flackfieli & anr (Gash & P) v Binko (C J Davies) 

CP 107 Outtn (Noon & Co) v N Metropolitan Tram Co ld 
(H C Godfray) SJ 

Ex Brown (J B Lay) v Swinhoe & ors (F W Pamphilion) 

c p 108; Woodexck (F W Pamphilion) v Brown & ors (J B 
Lay) Garsere cp 

QB 109 Fraser (Richardson & 8) v Kitchin (J Pettengill) SJ 

QB 110 Hayler (W F Morris) v Whiteley (C M Roche) SJ 

Ex 111 Gover (W Tanner) v Deutschman (J Warner) SJ 

CP 112 Emma Silver Mining Co 1d (F W Snell) v Lewis & 
Son (Burton, Y & H) SJ 

QB 118 nie (Humphreys & Son) v Benham (F W War- 
ing 

CP 114 Willis (S Toppin) v Smith (E Lee 

Ex 115 Hamana (J B Batten) v Leeman (Tilleard & Co) SJ 

QB 116 Lambert (A EK Copp) v Randell, Saunders & Co Id 
(Chspple & Co) 

<P 117 Pertwee (G H Hall) v Stephens (R E Turner) SJ 

QB 118 Brooks (Lumley & L) v Adam (T A G Powell) 

Q B 119 Dellove & Co (M Abrahams & R) v Coombe (Brand- 


ons 

QB 120 Hopion (Hughes & Son) v Bowing’s Patent Filter 
Press Co limd (R W Marsland) 

Ex 121 Simon (G M Couke) v 74! (W Bristow) 


Ex 122 Tucker & Co (Learoyd, L & P) v Fry & = Beck 
Ex 123 a (Lee & Pemberton) v Evans (E Ragles} 


QB 124 Pendreigh (Pike & Son) v Hedger (W R Preston) 
QB 125 Holland (D va v Clench (Maples & Co) 
Ex 126 ee (R P Upton) v Wells (Cunliffe, B & D) 


‘QB 127 Franklin (G Thompson) v Lee (Parker, Lee & O) SJ 
Ex 128 Switzer (Tilley & S) v Boyer (W S Fox) SJ 
€P 129 Thomas (A W Gibbons) v Harrison & ors (Gregory 


& Co 
C P 130 Smith (Noon & C) v Tay & anr (Trinders & Co) SJ 
CP 131 Notman ir Price) v a (T G Everill) 8J 
Ex 182 Johnson (Crosse, Sons & R) v Atkinson & anr (G E 
Philbrick 
QB 133 — (H Kimber & Co) v Rawlinson (Hopwood & 


ns 

4 P 134 Foster (R W Stacpoole) v Billingham (G J P Caines) 

Ex 135 Hayman (F A Lewty) v Edwards (Rickards, W & M) 

rs 4 136 Waddell (A G Ditton) v Blockey (Flax & Co) SJ 

CP 137 De Fernex (R H Harris) v The Great Northern Ry Co 
(Nel+on, B & N) SJ: 

QB 138 yg (Gusecotte, W & D) v Palmer (Stephens L & 

Ex 149 Fletcher (T W Buckler) v McSheehan C Russell 

QB 146 Collins ‘a H B Macmuilen) v The Vay of Poldiog. 
ton (J H Hortin) SJ 

Ex 141 Vincent (J J James) y London Brighton & South 
Coast Railway Co oo R & Co) 8J 

Ex 142 — (Marchant & P) v Morandi & ors (G Brown & 


8 
Ex 143 Hamilton (Bell & 8) v Robson (Parker, Lee & 0) SJ 


CP 144 Saul (Beal & de Soyer) v Kirk & Randall (E Hughes 
Ex 145 The Howseheld Fie & Carrag Aceidtes Laadtines 


& G) 8J 


————_ 


Ex 150 Forbes & anr (Thomson Son & B) v Lee Conservancy 
Board (R J Pead) S 
Ex 161 Higher (J Pettingill) v Crawcour & Co (Dixon Ward 


0 

CP 162 Peverell (R J Woodfin) v Newbound (A S H Jones); 
QB 153 Munns (F E Brown) v Wood & ors (J Cotton) 

QB 164 ae (R & E Bastard) v Ashton (Jenkingon 
Ex 155 Sheppard (C A Wright) v Watson (W F Morris) 
CP 156 Semen (F E Brown) v Smith (W H Davie) 

QB 157 Alsop (Alsop & C) v Maas (Evans & E) (without 


jury) 
CP 158 Blanchin (E Doyle & Sons) v Power (Robinson & P) 
CP 159 sth & ora (J L Mathews) v Harwood (Layton, Son 


) 
QB 160 Eggleton (E F Marshall) v Gainsford (D Wade) 


Ex 162 Brooks (H C Barker) v Nash (Alsop & Co) 

Ex 163 Marshali (Smith & H) v Great Eastern Ry Co (CA 
Curwood (without jury) 

Ex 164 Sims, Dupont & Co (Loxley & M) v Tussaud & Sons 
(Crump & Son) SJ 

QB 165 Maskell (Donne, A & Co) v Wells (W Hicks) 

Q B 166 Same (Same) v Same (Same) (2nd action) 

C P. 167 Frantz (T Sampson) v Meadows (E Norton) 

CP 168 Bell (G@ H Finch) v The Metropolitan Ry Co (RR 
Nelson) SJ 

Ex 169 Constans (A Cope) v Speed (Randall & A 

Ex 170 Gray (J Taylor, M & T) v Foakes (Lane & A) 

QB 171 Elmslie & ors (Elmslie, F & 8) v Corrie (W Ley) 

Ex 172 Apothecaries Society (Swann & Co) v Shepperley 
Burton, Y & H) SJ 

CP 173 Calver (H D Ilderton) v Bowen (G Thatcher) 

CP 174 Frank (J Robinson) v Breslauer (Crook & S) 

Ex 175 Hanrott (A C Scoles) v Tomkins (A E Webb) 

Ex 176 Marshal! (G M Cooke) v Lindley & anr (J Davies) §J 

QB 177 Dolman (F W Dolman) v Gabrielli (Risley & S ibe 


Ex 178 Lord Clarence Paget (Barlow & R) v Raggett 
(F Taylor) SJ 

QB 179 Johnson (H Dinn) v Baggeley (W A Day) (without 
jury 

CP 180 Sheard (Layton & J) v Mark (Kingsford & Co) 

QB 181 Munro & anr (J A Rose) v Bunce (C T Phillips) 

Ex 182 Riviere (J C Fisher & Co) v Ba ri (Venn & V 

CP 183 Pillet (H J & T Child) v Bushnam (W H Smith) 

Ex 184 Gibson & anr (Crowder, A & V) v Malcolm (C C Ellis; 
Munday & Co) 

Ex 185 Sanderson (A Cayley) v Fenwick & anr (E P Archer) 


Ex 186 Borges (A R Oldman) v Oxtoby & aur (Farnfields 
Ex 187 Greaves (W F Morris) v Keene (F F Smallpiece) 


QB 188 Casswell (Crawley & A) v The Wimbledon Local 

Board (W H Whitfield) SJ 

Ex 189 Jacobson (G M Cooke) v Robinson & Fisher (8 
Thomas 

Ex 190 Woolcott (W Butcher) v Snodin (W F Eldridge) SJ 

Ex 191 Hewer (J C Selby) v South Eastern Ry Co (W 
Stevens) SJ 

Ex 192 Job (C Mossop) v Shone (Chinery & "| 

CP 193 Cook (G M Wetherficld) y Meeknam (S Price) 

Ex 194 a 'e = (J St George Wolseley) v Reed (WJ 

anbey 

C P 195 Merckens (J Hands) v Peters & Co (J R Chidlen & 

Ex 196 Carey ya? Reader) v Great Northern Ry Co (Nel- 
son, 

CP 197 Leahey (Pyke & M) v Thompson & Wife (C W 

tevens 

CP 195 Parker (J M Upfill) v Stevens (Burrows & B) SJ 

QB 199 Nelson (R Dawson) v Attenborough (Tidy, H & T) 

Ex 200 Rowe (M G Maule) v Ross (Lane & A) 

Ex 201 Lombard Bank, limd (E Lee) v Trinder C F Yorke) 

Ex 202 Burford (Wright & P) v Shackle (J & F Needham) 

C P 203 Stanford (Kendall & C) v Hunt (Simpson & P) 

Ex 204 Meech (Morten & C) v Barratt (Layton, Son & L 


Q B 205 Martin & anr (Noon & C) v Smith (Bicknell & hy 
CP 206 a (A J Morray) v Locke (Watkins, Baker & Co) 


Ex 207 Harrison (Bicknell & H) v Jonas (In Peraon) SJ 
Ex 208 Edkins (Gamlen & Son) v Webster (W oy 
Ex 209 rae t (Shaen & Co) v Clarkson (Plews, 1 & Co) 


8 
CP 210 Redwood (Lewis & Whitbourne) v Jeffery (Field, B 


CP 211 Jones (W Rawlins) v Bridgman & anr (G Badham) 
Ex 212 Grace (C F Yorke) v Twemlow (W A ata 

Ex 213 Carnegie (Lyne & H) v Walker & Co (Fiux & Co) 83 
Q B 214 Cowell (J Raven & Co) v Lord Conyers (Darley & @ 
CP 216 p Leek, ax (C V Lewis) v Richardson (C Thorp) 
CP 216 Stubbs (Same) v Same came) 

CP 217 Taylor (C V Lewis) v Riob 0 CO Thep) 
CP 218 Wainwright (Same) v Fenwick (H W 

CP 219 Artizans, Labourers, & General Dwel 





‘Ashurst, M & C) v Spence (Bolton & Co) 8J 
— (To be continurd.) 


CP 161 Moretz (Young & Sons) v Widenmeyer (J W Palmer) | 
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King 
Farrer 
King 


Leach 
Latham 
Leach 
Latham 


LONDON. Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Trinity Srrrina, 1878. Covet of Master or THR 
This list contains all actions entered in Queen’s Bench, Com- Date, APPEAL. Rotts. V.C. Mataxs. 
mon Pleas, and eee Divisions, in which notice of trial {| Monday, June.. 24Mr. Teesdale Mr. PembertonMr. Merivale 
has been given ; and all actions in the Chancery Division, | Tuesda: Holdshi Ward ilne 
in which notice has been given of trial before a judge and jury, | Wednesday.... 26- Teesdale Pemberton. . Merivale 
_ gp to and including 26th Jane, 1878. peg pee z Belishiy was Jiiae 
LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. TIGAY.seeeeee ale emberton erivale 
Ex 1 Waddell & anr (Lewis & Lewis) y Manero (Spyer & Saturday...... 29 Holdship Ward Milne 
j iy - 8J al V.C. Bacow. V.C. Harn,  Mr-Justice 
P ) r ercantile Bank of India ndon ’ 

: China (Waltons, B & W) v The Netherlands India | Monday, June.. 24Mr, Clowes Mr. Farrer Mr, Leach 
Steam Navigation Co, limd (Lovell & Co) (commis- | Tuesday ...... 26  Koe King Latham 
sion) SJ Wednesday.... 26 Clowes 

CP 3 Keighley (G W Keighley) v Shirreff (Morley & S) | Thursday .... 27 Koe 

postponed) 8J Friday.....0.. 28 Clowes 

CP 4 Gething (Same) v Same (Same) (postponed) SJ Saturday...... 29  Koe 

QBS — a Son & C) v Stevens & anr (Waltons, —_— 

CP 6 ween & ring? A. Creep & Son) v Schwaben SUMMER ASSIZES. 

eag ye stay: Norruern Crrcurr—Cocksury, 0.J., anp Lopzs, J. 
CP 7 re os “tavelt 8 tt) v Sonnenthal (Ashurst, Ap ity, Aeeniep, nd 2 ye a 4 trial 
8 Hanb ercer & v Grant & ors (Same une 24) ; Variisie, nesday, July y tor notice 
* tpostaonsd) SJ a ¢ ) of trial; June 22) ; Lancaster, Saturday, July 6 (last day 
QB 9 Moffatt & ors (Ingledew, I & G) v Williams (Plews, I for notice of trial, June. 26); Manchester, Thursday, 
(commission July 11 (last day for notice of trial, July 1) ; Liverpool, 

CP 10 oe iene) : 7 v Wakefield (Waltons,B &W) | ‘Wednesday, July 24 (last day for notice of trial, July 
commission 

CP 11 Lopez (H Montagu) v Rae (G R Innes & Son) SJ 18). 

CP 12 nerve (Same) v The City Bank (Ingle, C &) (com- Sour WaLes AND CHESTER \ S acghonenen CoLERIDGx, 
mission Je 

CP 13 Breffit Ch Tonal, T & G) v Williams (Norris, A &C) | Haverfordwest and Town, Saturday, July 6 (last day for 

QB 14 Fraser & Co (Stibbard, G & C) v Burrows (Waltons, notice of trial, June 26); Cardigan, Wednesday, July 10 
B & W) (commission) (last day for notice of trial, June 29); Carmarthen and 

15 Rogers & Chave (In Person) v McIntosh (Pitman &{L) Borough, Friday, July 12 (last day for notice of trial, 

16 Richards (Mercer & Mercer) vy Grant & Clark & July 2); Brecon, Wednesday, July 17 (last day for notice 
ae M & Co; Blunt, T & L) 8J of trial, July 6) ; Presteign, Monday, July 22 (last day 

17 Thurburn (Meroor & Mereer) v Grant & Clark & | fornotico of trial, July 12); Chester and City, Wednesday 

Punchard (Ashurst, M & Co; Blunt, T & L) July 24 (last day for notice of trial, July 15); Swan- 

18 Anderson (Same) v Same (Same) sea, Friday, August 2 (last day for notice of trial, July 

19 Aldred (Same) v Same (Same) 23). 

20 F Broadbent (Same) v Same (Same) Sours Waxes anp Custer Crecurr.—BraMweit, L.J. 

21 J. Broadbent (Same) v Same (Same) Newtown, Wednesday, July 3 (last day for notice of trial, 

22 S Broadbent (Same) v Same (Same) June 22) ; Dolgelly, Saturday, July 6 (last day for notice 

23 Browne (Same) v Same (Same) f trial, June 26); Carnarvo uesday, July 9 (last 

24 Bainton (Same) v Same (Same) ee eer ‘rial, J Pleat Be abe vu da 

25 Berry (Same) v Same (Same day for notice of trial, June 29); Beaumaris, Monday 

26 Cross (Same) v Same (Game July 15 (last day for notice of trial, July 5); Ruthin, 

27 Copley (Same) v Same (Same) Thursday, July 18 (last day for notice of trial, July 8) ; 

28 Cooke (Same) v Same (Same) Mold, Monday, July 22 (last day for notice of trial, 

29 Cloutte (Same) v Same Sm July 12); Chester and City, Wednesday, July 24 (last 

80 Carlisle Same) v Same (Same day for notice of trial, July 13) ; Swansea, Friday, August 

31 Cooper f ame) v Same ( =} 2 (last day for notice of trial, July 23). 

82 Corson (Same) v'Same (Same 

83 Dand (Same) v Same (Same) NortH Eastarn Cracurt.—Baecatay, L.J., anD Lusu, J. 

34 Daweon (Same) v Same (Same) Newcastle and Town, Saturday, June 29 (last day for notice 

36 Byes (Same) v Same (Same) of trial, June 19) ; Durham, Tuesday, July 9 (last day 

36 Glover (Same) v Same (Same) for notice of trial, June 29); York, Saturday, July 13 

pn) [ary Ay tn ot wow: A (last day for notice of trial, July 3); Leeds, Saturday 

39 Hensley (Same v $ (Same) July 20 (last day for notice of trial, July 10). 

40 Hodgson (Same) v Same (Same) Sourn-Eastern Crrcurr.—Tuesiezr, L.J., AND CLEASBY, Be 

41 Hull (Same) v Same (Same) Hertford, Tuesday, July 2 (last day for notice of trial, June 

42 Huntriss (Same) v Same (Same) 

43 Joule (Same) v Same (Same) 

44 Johnson (Same) v Same (Feme) 

45 Lawson (Same) v Same (Same) 

46 Lister (Same) v Same (Same) 

47 R Moir oe v Same wtf 

48 J Moir (Same) v Same 

49 Mercer (Same) v Same (Same. 

50 Morris (Same) v Same (Same 


51 Blane (Same) y Same (Same) 

52 Marshall (Same) v Same {Same) 
53 Noblett (Same) v Same (Same) 
kell (Same) v Same (Same) 
‘eterson (Same) v Same (Same) 
‘ape (Same) v e (Same) 
Redfern (Same) v Same (Same) 
Rowlands (Same) v Same (Same) 


8 
Sewell (Same) ) 


e 
tevenson (Same) v Same (Same) ed) 
Stevenson (Same) v Same (Same 
yifield (Same) v Same (Same) 
powforth (Same) v Same (Same) 
herriff (Same) v Same (Same) 
Shaul (Same) v Same (Same) 
(To be continued, 
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P 
P, 


on 


Ex 
kx 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
ix 
Ix 
Ex 
Ix 
Ex 
ix 
kx 
Ix 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
i 
Ex 
Ex 
_ 
x 
Ex 
Ex 
Ex 
3 


54 
56 
56 
57 
68 
59 
60 
61 
62 
63 
64 
66 
66 





22) ; Chelmsford, Friday, July 5 (last day for notice of 
trial, June 25) ; Maidstone, Wednesday, July 10 (last day 
for notice of trial, June 29); Lewes, Wednesday, July 17 
(last day for notice of trial, July 6) ; Huntingdon, Tuesday, 
July 23 (last day for notice of trial, July 13) ; Cambridge, 
Thursday, July 25 (last day for notice of trial, July 15) ; 
Bury St. Edmunds, Monday, July 29 (last day for notice 
of trial, July 19); Norwich and City, Friday, August 2 
(last day for notice of trial, July 23). 


Western-Cracurr.—Grove, J., AnD Denman, J. 


Winchester, Wednesday, July 3 (last day for notice of trial, 


June 22) ; Salisbury, Friday, July 12 (last day for notice 
of trial, July 2); Dorchester, Tuesday, July 16 (last day 
for notice of trial, July 6); Exeter and City, Friday, 
July 19 (last day for notice of trial, July 9); Bodmin, 
Friday, July 26 (last day for notice of trial, July 16); 
Wells, Tuesday, July 30 (last day for notice of trial, 
July 20) ; Bristol, Saturday, August 3 (last day for notice 
of trial, July 24. 
Oracurr.—Pottock, B., anp Mamsrty, J. 

Tuesday, July 2 pa Son Se notice of trial, June 
22) ; Oxford, Thureday, uly 4 (last day for notice of trial, 
June 24) ; Worcester and City, Monday, July 8 (last day 
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: —— 
for notice of trial, June 28) ; Stafford, Friday, July 12 | aera ate ey eee elena tee Meee UP De. 
(ct dap ter satiesof tale daly Sygtihcowebere, Tusstoy,, | _ SHES sees entmtask: maaan ie eed a 
July 23 day for notice of trial, July 13); Hereford, |} Str Rolling Mil's, Company, Limived.—By an order made by Vc, 


July 26 (last day for notice of trial, July 16); Monmouth, 
Monday, Fuly 29 (last day for notice of trial, July 19) ; 
Gloucester and City, Friday, August 2 (last day fornotice 
of trial, July 23). 
Mipianp Crecurt.—Hawems, J., ann Fry, J. 
Aylesbury, Wednesday, July 3 (last day for notice of trial, 
June 22); Bedford, Monday, July 3 (last day for notice 
of trial, June 28); Northampton, Wednesday, July 10 
(last day for notice of trial, June 29); Oakham and 
Leicester, Monday, July 15 (last day for-notice of trial, 
July 5); Lincoln and City, Friday, July 19 (last day for 
notice of trial, July 9); Notts and Town, Wednesday, 
July 24 (last day for notice of trial, July 13); Derby, 
Monday, July 29 (last day for notice of trial, July 19) ; 
Warwick, Friday, August 2 (last day for notice of trial, 


July 23). 
Surrey Assizes. 

“The Lorp Carer Barow and Mr. Justice Fretp will open 
the Commission for Surrey at Guildford on Monday, July 
22. The Lord Chief Baron, Mr. Justice Mellor, Mr. 
Justice Field, Mr. Baron Huddleston, and Mr. Justice 
Lindley will remain in town. 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEE. 


June 25.—Messrs. Baxter, Payne, & Lepper, at the Mart, at 
2 p.m., freehold and leasehold properties (see advertisements, 
p. 4, this week). 

June 25.—Mesers. DEBENHAM, TEwson, & Farmer, at the 
— 2 p.m., freehold properties (see advertisement, p. 15, 

une 1). 

June 25.—Messrs. Drtver & Co., at the Mart, at 2 p.m., lease- 
hold properties (see advertisement, p. 615, June 1). 

June 26.—Messrs. FAREBROTHER, Exits, Cuark, & Co., at 
the Mart, et 2 p.m., freehold and leasehold properties. and 
advowson (see advertisements, pp. 9 and 10, June 1). 

June 26.—Messrs. Epwin Fox & Bovusrie xp, at the Mart, at 
2 p.m., freehold property (see advertisements, p. 4, this week). 

June 26.—Mr. F. StarHam Hopson, at the at 2 p.m., 
freehold property (see advertisements, p. 3, this week). 

June 27.—Mesers. DEBENHAM, Tewson, & FArmeEr, at the 
Mart, at 2 p.m., freehold. leasehold, and copyhold properties, 
(see advertisements, pp. 15 and 16, June 1). 

June 27.—Mersrs, WEATHERALL & GREEN, at the Mart, at 2 
p-m., advowson (see advertisement, p. 4, June 8). 

June 28.—Messrs. Norton, Trist, Watney, & Co., at the 
Jen) 2 p.m., freehold properties (see ad » p- 19, 

une 1. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 
Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 


Hiyle, Witiam F ay Jane - 1878. = 

y liam Fretwell, and George Wagstaffe Hopkinson, Westgate, 

Kotherhrm, York, Solicitors. May 31 oa 

Winging up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Farrar, June 14, 1878. 
Limitep ut Casmceny, 

‘Eryri Siete Company, Limited.— Petition for winding up, presented 
June 13, directed to be heard te‘ore the M.R. on June 22. Lowless 

at oe Mart mg Nw ee st, — for the petitioners 
me Iron Mines, — Petition winding up, presented June 
13, dire ted to be hear’ before V.C. Hall on Jane 28, Stiddard and 
Co, Lesdenhail st, avents for Gibson and Pybus, Newcasfle-upon-Tyne 
solicit: rs for the petitioners 

Leeds Cont-eriorery Comyary, Limited.—Creditors are required on or 
before daly 4, to rend their names and addresses, and the particwlars 
of their debts or claims, to James William Close, Leeds. Thareday 
July 18, et 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
debts and c sims 

Leyton Park and East Met litan C y Company, Limited,— 
Cresitors are required on or before June 28, to send their uames and 
addresses end the particulars«f their debts or claims; to Prederick 

Smart, Cannon st, Monday, July 3, at 12, is appointed for 

bearing and adjudicating upon the aebte and claims 





Turspar, Jane 16, 1678. 


Limite, 1» cunt. 
aneeny, Cmte’ tion for winding up presented 


Fane 12, direc ed to be heard bs fore V.C, Hall, on Jane 28. Lumley 
Lam'ey, O14 Jew y chanber s, agents for Donn and Olark, Aber- 
deen, solicitors tor tae petitiorer 

Malvern Hotel Company, Limited. ~The MR. bas, by an order dated 
May 16, appointed William White, rns hg to be 

Cela! iquidater, taxbe plac~ of William Joseph White, 
— Wor oe See heey Pewee 8 

an order appointed Oarter 

to be oicial hiquid nor: Oroattone om or belore Jaly 1%, 
to send t names and addres: es, of debts 
for 





Malins, dated June 7 
wound up. Van San 
for Belk and 


it was ordered that the above 
dau and Cumming, 
Parrington, Middlesborough, 


tioner 
Waterloo Iron and Tin Plate Company, Limited.—By an order made'by 
V.C. Bacon, dated June 7, it was ordered thatthe voluntary wi 
up of the above company be continued. Few and Co, § tt, 
) agents for Greenway and Bytheway, Pontypool, eolicha, 
for the petitioners 
STAWNARIES OF DEVON. 
Frank Mille’ Mining Company’—Petition for’ windi resente, 
ing Company.—Petition for ing up p 
Tune 5, directed to beheard before the Vice-Warden, at the Pringg; 
Hall, Truro, on Tuesday, June 25 at 11, Affidavits intended 
used at the hearing, in opposition to the petition. must be fled abe 
registrar’s office, Truro, on or before June’ 21, and notice ther | 
must at the same time be given to the petitioners, their solicitor® 
his agent. Chilcott, Truro, ageub for Caunter, Liskeard, solicitor i 
the petitioners : 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Clam. 
Fray, June 7, 1878, 


—— : 4 Louisa, Gower st, Bedford sq. Augl. Hodgson, Salisbury 

8 tran 

Asker, Robert, Yoxford, Suffolk, Farmer. June 30. Southwell asi 
Fry, Saxmundham 

Pam, John, Cloak lane, Solicitor. July 1, Baker and Co, Clok 
ane 

Barnard, Rev Thomas Mordaunt Rosenhagen, Chipping Ongar, Ega, 
Aug l. Hodgson, Salisbary st, Strand 

Beavan, Samuel, Glascomb, Radnor, Esq. July 31. Tidd and &, 


ngton 

Boeth, Rev James, LL.D., Store, Bucks. July 20, Tindal’ aut 
Baynes, Ayles' 

Buyshey, Daniel, Bolton, Innkeeper. July 30, Hulton and Co,Ba 


a 
Bremridge, John, Great Torringion, Devon, Esq. July 10. Bram 


ridge, Exeter i 
Brooking, Samuel, Piymouth, Devon, Gent. Aug 1. Gidley, Bp 
mod t 
Brooks, William, Southampton,Gent. July 22. Roberts, Coleman 
Cooke, wey Waterloo. nr Liverpool. Sept 14. Keightley and, 
Liverpoo! 

Dann, Henry, Coleshill st, Pimlico, Gent. July 18. Simpson at 
Cullingford, Gracechurch st 

Donk, Ambrose, Rolvenden, Kent, Farmer. Aug 1. Munn and Ma 
Tenterden Y 

Edin, Elizabeth, Margate, July 29. Beifrage and Middleton, John 
Bedford row 

Gott, Eliza, Ashford, Derby. Sept1. Taylor 

Grant, George, Ellis County, State of Kansas, United States. Ja'yls, 
Sturt, Ironmonger !ane 

onrere ear Portishead, Somerset. Janel2, Saimon and Hendee 
son, sto 

Hadfield, Charles, Glossop, Derby, Farmer. June 21. Smith, Hyde 

Hawkins, Joho, Hitchin, Hertford. July 1. Hawkins and Lindvdll, 
Hitchin 

Hickin, Mary Anne, Towersey, Bucks, July 8. Hawksford and Ova | 
Wolverhampton 

Hickin, Philip, Towersey, Farmer. July 8 Hawksford and Owe, 
Wolverhampton 

Hill, Thomas, Lapworth, Warwick, Gent. Sept 4. Gough and Cols 
bourn, Wolverhampton 

Hubbard, Ann, Albert rd, Dalston, Aug 1. Kingsford and Co, Eeus 
st, Strand 

James, Richard, Langford place, St John’s Wood, Gent. Jwy% 
Overton, College hil, Cannon st j 

Kirby, John, North Duffield, York, Farmer. July 1. Bantoft and Sot, 


Seiby ; 
Lightfoot, Col John Granville, Hemcl Hempstead, Herts, 0.B, July 
19. Desborough and Son, Finsbury place 
Loney, Joseph Frith, Maescarnog, Brecon, Gent. July 31. Thomas 
recon 
Morgans, Rev John, Walworth, Cardigan, Independent Ministers July 
Nila, Jebus Gloweo, Derby, B Jane 22. Smith, Hyde 
jel ‘ohn, Glossop. rby, Farmer, Jane22z2. Sm 
North, John, Devizes, Wilts, Ooachbuilder. Sept 29. John Parker, 
Market place, Me ksham 


Oliver, John, Harrogate, Gent, july 30, Bsteson and Hu 
Mytton, King’s bench walk, Temple 
dred’s ct, Poultry 
Rodley, Joseph, Sheffield, Builder. Ang 6. 
aa . ~ 
Saly 5, 
icklin and Washington, Trim 
Taylor, Robert, Ipswich, Gent. July 20, Porter, J; 
Var'ey Maria, Manchester, Jaly 31. one and Oo, Manchester 
’ 
Furnival’s inn 


O'Connor, William Thomas Rees, Finborough rd, South Kensin, 
Assistant Purser, Aug 1. Dolan, Tokenhouse yard, Lothdury 
Harrogate 

Prickett, George, Chancery lane, Auctioneer, Taly 19. Pickett and 

Rivers, Henry Bowen, Harford, Devon, Esq. July 30. Carr, St Mil 

aes T a a, wishes St Peter, Cambridge. July 11. 

arn Br se, Marc Be and 00, 
8 
oré, Thomas Corles, Albany rd, Camberwell, Tailor. 
yd 

Swaffleld, Kobert Hassal, Wyke Regis, Dorset, Haq, Augl., Swatteld, 

Dr, Johnson's buildings 
be and 

Topping, Robert, Waterioo nr Liverpool, Gent, July 15. Hell 

arshall, 

Watts, Bie James, Cheadle, Oheshire Aug 1, Weston and 

Whitworth, Elizabeth Sarah, Westbourne terrace, Jaty 19, Metcallt 

val’s 

wet, Henry, Market Drayton, Salop, Grocer, Jano 24, Pearson, 

‘ket Drayton 
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1869. 
fs of to the Registrar 


Gort, Joseph, jun, South Eaton place, Belgravia. Man to a. Con- 
Shisoer. ‘et June 13, Pepys. June 28 at 12 andl 
Agent. Pet Jone 
12. Spring-Rice, June 26 at 1 
@iordas, Nicholas, Cullum st, Merchant. Pet June 12. Spring-Rice. 


June 25 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country, 
n, Thomas Pinnington, Liverpool, Commission Agent. Pet 
June 8. yi ony Liverpool, ame 25 fn ao 'eaces 
Denis, r y, a les » Liverpor ‘ere 
ieee, Pet June 12, Bellringer. Liverpool, June 26 at 12 
fane, George, Ni ham, Licensed Viotualier. Pet Juneil. Patchitt 
Nottingham, June 28 at 10 
Mahoty,; Patrick, Woolwich, Ooal Merchant. Pet June 4. Pitt-Taylor. 
Greenwich, June 28 at 2 
Robinson, Thomas Jones, Ashton, Northampton, Farmer. Pet June 11. 
Faulkner. Northampton, June 27 at 3 
%olki, Marks, Sheffield, Factor, Pet June6. Wake, Sheffield, June 
%at1 


Tuxepay, June 18, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Culpeck, Josiah, Long lane, Bermondsey, Corn Dealer. Pet June 14. 
Spring-Rice. July 2 at 11 
Deuvall, ree eae st hill, Packing Case Maker. Pet June 
18). Pepys. July 3 a 
Kerney, John, and James Colman Kerney, Stratford, Chemical Manu- 
facturers. Pet Jnne 15. Spring-Riece, July 3 at 12 
Moojen, Frederick, Seuthampton st, Bloomsbury, Solicitor. Pet May 10 
Brougham. June.28 atl 
To Surrender in the Country. : 
Clifton, James, Charlton, General Dealer. Pet June 14, Pitt-Taylor. 
Greenwich, July 16 at 2 
Dewar, Joseph Dan'el, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jeweller. Fet June 15. 
Mortimer. Newcartle, June 29 at 11.30 
Huffadine, Samuel,, Manchester, Baker. Pet‘June 12. Lister, Man- 
chester, July | at il 
Hafler, Louisa Jane, Leicester, Grocer. Pet June 15, Ingram. 
Leicester, July 4 at 11 : 
Jones, Robert Pritchard, South Llan'lechid, Carnarvon, Quarryman. 
Pet June 7. Jones. Bangor, June 28 at 3 
Lawrence, Thoms, Great Yarmouth, Butcher. Pet June 14. Worl- 
1 » Great Yarmovth, July 4 at 11 
Mirfield, Ma'thew, lio!me lane, Bradford, Farmer. Pet June 14. Lee, 
Bradford, June 28 at 9 
Spicer, John, Custon, Kent, Marine Store Dealer. Pet June !4. Far- 
ley. Canterbury, July 5 at 8 
Taylor, Danie!, Derby, out of business. Pet June 12, Weller. Derby, 


July 4 at 12 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, June 14, 1878. 
Cathcart, et Archibald Edward, Christiana, Norway, late Capt 
Coldstream Duards. Jane 7 
Story, Wilson Fawcett, Goree villas; Hounslow, Commercial Traveller. 
June 12 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, June 14, 1878. ° 
Allen, William, King’s Norton, Worcester, Farmer. June 24 at 1] at 
offices ot Eaden, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 
Anderson, James, Wisbech, Cambridge, Seed Crusher: July 4 at 2 at 
the Angel and Royal Hotel, Frenchgate, Doncaster. Graves, 


tt 
idee, Francis, Scarborongh, Lath Render. June 27 at 3 at offices 
of Drawbridge and Rowntree, Newborough st, Scarborough 
Bas kervill, James, Woodhouse Carr, Leeds, Dyer. June 27 at 3 at 
offices of Pullan, Bank chambers, Park row, $ 
Beales, Hervey, Stapleford, Notis, Draper. July 1 at 12 at offices of 
Whittingham, Exchange walk, Notts 
Biddle, John, Ruxton, Derby, Lodging Houss Keeper. June 27 at 3 
atoffices of Meggison, Terrace rd, Buxton 
Bishop, Wiliam, North Curry, Somerset, Farmer. July 2 at 12 at 
of Trenchard, Regisiry p'ace, Taunton 
Brown, Benjamin, Norwich, Carpenter. June 26 at 12 at offices of 
Emerson, Rampant Horse st, Norwich 
Busby, Edward, Woolwich, Grocer, June 28 at 2 at 4, Arthur st east, 
London b . Carter and Be'l, Eastcheap 
‘Clark, E'eanor, Kennington rd, Furniture Dealer, June 24 at 11 at 
offices of Foster, Bircbin lane 
, John James, Welton-le-Wold, Lincoln, Farmer. June 27 at 3 
&tthe Masons’ Arme Inn, Louth, Bell, Louth 
an, Thomas, Wigston Magna, Leicester, Plumber, July 1 at 3 
atiofices.of Wright, Gallowtrev gate, Leicester 
Coulso n, Oswald Dawson, Darlingt:n, Goods Foreman. June 25 at 11 
of Wooler, Priestgate, Darlington 
Cunningham, Francis, Saltburn-by-the-Sea, York, Ironmonger. July 
5 oa at. offices of Saunders and Bradbury, Temple row, Birming- 


“Ouovin, John, Fenlake, nr Bedford, out of business, June 28 at 12 at 
the Fountain Inn, St Mary’s st, Bedford. Wright, Leicester 
» Henry, Rhondda Valley, Giamorgan, Grocer, June 27 at 2 at 
a! Hotel, Carviff, Morgan, Pontypridd 

Dobito, George Hewitt, and Charles Arthur Medlicott, Shrewsbury, 

Wine ants. June 28 at 2at the George Hotel, Shrewsbury: 
Craig, Snrewabury 

Dowes, Willem. Fenton, Stafford, Innkeeper. June 24: at 11 at: 20, 
anley 


Bra, Gri, Memport, Mon, Grocer. June 26 at 2.30 at offices of 
Pawcott, Georg Williata, daddies cna ge =~ 
Mastd oat ances of tone, Zetland Td, Middlesborough 





gn ore, Durham, Miner. June 27 at3 at offices 
stake Northgate, Deis Cumber! Grocer. < . 
land, . oF 28 

cffises of Dickinson, Holbora Hill net 

Gale, Thomas Henry, Great Grimsby, Grocer. June 28 at 11 at offees 
of aon —. St Mary’s chambers, West St Mary’s 
gai rea 

Gow, William Maxwell, Shakespeare rd, Brixton, Gent, 
at offices of Huxham, Bedford row 4 ‘ assed 63 

Grant, Gecrge; Pocklington, York, Joiner. July 4at 11 at offices of 
Powell and Sargent, Pockli 

Green, John; Sheffield, Seale and Spring Manufacturer, June 25 at 11 
at offices of Lister, Figtree lane, Sheffield. Machen 

Hamner, » Higher Broughton, nr Manchester, Draper, July 3 
at 3 at offices of Heath and Sons, Swan st, Manc’ 

_ ee "5 — — am, saber s = Jeweller. July 3 at 

at the Roy: otel, Norwich. Cooper a’ orgate, East Dereha 

Healop, Christopher, Kearton Swaledale, York, Miner. June 25 at I 
at:offices of Wilkes, Northvate, Darlington 

Holdorf, Charles Frederick, Kingston-upon-Hull, Boot Maker. Juns 
24 - 2 at offices of Laverack, Land of Green Ginger, Kingston-upon- 


H 

Hoiland, Samuel, Sheffield, Beerhouse keeper. June 27 at 12 at offices 
of'Fernell, Bank st, Shetfeld 

Hornby, George, York, Surgeon. June 28 at 11 at offices of Holtby, 
New st, York 

Howels, John, West Bromwich, Stafford, Beerhouse keeper, June 27 
at 11 at offices of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 

Jackson, Horace, Horiley Brow, Hyde, Saddler. Jane 27 at 3 at the 
Merchants’ Hotel. Oldham st, Manchester. Drinkwater, Hyde 

Johnson, George, Sutton-upon-Trent, Nottingham, Farmer, June 27 
at ll at the Clinton Arms. Hotel, Newark-upon-Trent. Brescoby, 
East Retford 

Kerry, Lewis, Dorking, Sarrey, Engineer. June 27 at 12 at the Bull’s 
Head Inn, Dorking. Wood, Basinghall st 

King, George, Rickinghall, Suffolk, Innkeeper. July 5 at 2 at the Bell 
Inn, Rickinghall. Gudgeon 

Lancey, Thomas, Neath, Butcher. June 27 at 11 atoffices of Davies, 
Alma place, Neath 

Lascelles, Francis Henry, Madras, British India, Barrister-at-law. 
July 5 at 2 at offices of Andrews and Mason, Ironmonger lane, Cheap- 
side. Clut on und Haines, Serjeant,’ inn, Fleet st 

Leitao, Joao Jose Rodrigues, and George Highfield Dyson, Liverpool, 
Merchants. July 11 at 2 at offices of Gibson and Co, South John st, 
Liverpool. Wilson, Liverpool 

Lewis, James Henry, Red Cross st, Southwark, Toilets Soap Manufac- 
pe June 27 at 3 at offices of Heathfield and Son, Lincoln’s-ina- 

elds 

Losa, Joseph, Phipp’s st, Shoreditch, Looking Glass Manufacturer. 
July 1 at 3 at offices of Parkes, Queen Victoria st 

Macrae, Donald, Leyton, Essex, Surgeon. Jane 27 at | at offices of 
Cogswell, Railway approach, London Bridze. Oooper, ane 

Mandy, Harry Joseph, Bootle, nr Liverpool, Grocer. July 5 at 3 at 
offices of Connor, Kanelagh st, Liverpool. Nordon and » Liver- 

Marks, Henry, Blackmore st, Drury lane, Stationer. July 1 at 2 at 
offices of Tilley and Soames, Finsbury place, South 

Maughan, Elizabeth Ann, Titheburn st, Carnarvon: Jane25 at 2 at 
offices of Jones ani Co, Market st, Carnarvon 

McNulty, Neil, Middlesborough, Piasterer. June 28 at 11 at offices of 
Wi'kes, Zetiand rd, Middlesborough 

McWhinnie, Robert Fletcher, Harrow rd, Kensal green, Hosier. June 
24 at 3 at offices of Butcher, Cheepside 

Metcaife, James, Birkenhead, Marine Store Dealer. June 28 at 2 at 
offices of Harris, Un'on court, Liverpool 

Middlamist, Alfree, Clouchton, nr Scarborough, Dyer. June 28 at 3 
c.. offices of Drawbridge and Rowntree, Newborough st, Scar~ 

orough 

Miliership, Thomas, Walsall, Padlock Manufacturer. July 1 at 3 at 
ottices of Cotterel!, Bridge st, Walsall 

Moore, William Abram, Coventry, Tailor. July 2, at 12 at offices of 
Neale, Hay lane, Coventry 

Na‘'man, George Thomas, Great Yartnonth, Twine Spinner. June 23 
at 12 at offices of Blake, Hail quay chambers, Great Yarmouth. 
Pa'mer, Great Yarmouh 

O:borne, George, Leicester, Builder. June 28 at 3 at offices of Owston 
and Dickinson, Friar lane, Leicester 

Parker, Henry, Scissett, nr Huddersfield, Joiner, June 25 at 4at 
offices of Booth, John Wiliiam st, Huddersfield 

Parker, Robert, Tooley st, Southwark, Potato Salesman. June 25 at 2 
at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Robinson, Gresham house, 
Old Broad st 

Pairs, William, Bishop Auckland, Auctioneer, July Sat 11.30; at offices 
ot Proud, Market place, Bishop Auckland 

Perren, William Henry, Southampten, Grocer. June 24 at 3 at offices 
ot Shutte, Portland et, Sou —— 

Philpott, Danie!, Bishopston Hortield, Gloucester, Baker. June 24 at 
12 at «ffices of Benson, Broad st, Bristol 

Pike, Thomas William, Newbury, Berks, Corndealer. Jane 33 atii 
at the White Hart Hotel, Newbury, Lucas, Newbury 

Poland, Alfred, Worthing, Pubdiican, Jane 96 at 3 at5, Brunswick 
terrace, Chapel rd, Worthing. Verral!, Worttang 

Pursiow, Thomas, Worthen, Salop, Grocer, July 2 at 12 atoffiees of 
Jones, Severn st, Welchpool 

Rye, Alfred, Cambridge, ‘Builder, June 21 at 11 at 2, Silver st, Cam- 
be 


. Wayoen 
Samuel, Rachel. Strand, Jeweller. July 3 at 2 at offites of Davis, Oork 
st, Burlington a 
Saunders, Jon Tuff, White Horse lane, Mile end, out of business. 
July it atl at 117, Marylebone rd. Berkeley, Marylebone rad 
Seariett, John, Carviff, — Ch . July T at tt at the Imperial 
Hotel, Bute Cardiff. Ingeedew and Co, Cardiff 
Seaton, Phillip Richard, Mill st, Hanover sq, Mana- 
» Regent et 
Jane 27 at 3 at 


Trimai 
facturer, June 2! at 3 at offices of Rivoh, Aray!l place 
Smith, Ross, Millom, Cumberland, Watchmaker, 
Guth Witiee,, Upoereuerpe; Ghedied, Acoventent, Jkapaeet Sas 
‘ 
“odhote of Ryall aud Son, North Charch at, Sheela 
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Steen, John, and Christopher Tagholm, Swansea, Outfitter. Jane 22 
at 11 at offices of Thomas, York place, Swansea 
Sutherland, John, Newcastle-upon- , Beerhouse Keeper. June 24 
at 12 at offices of Macdonald, Mosley st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Taylor, John, Blackpool, Beerhouse Keeper, June 28 at 3 at offices of 
Biackhurst, Fox st, Preston 
Thomas, ThomasHenry, Treforest, nr Pontypridd, rDraper. June 28 
at 2atthe Royal Hotel, Cardiff. Hartland and Co, Swansea 
Todd, William, Leeds, Woollen Manufacturer. July 2 at 2 at the 
Great Northern Station Hotel, Wellington st, Leeds. Bond and 
Barwick, Leeds a 
Toogood, George, Totterdown, nr Bristol, Timber Dealer, June 22 at 
12 at 5, Exchange east, Bristol 
Tucker, Frederick James Albert, Bristol, Grocer. June 28 at 2 at 39, 
Broad st, Bristol 3 
Underwood, Lucy, Kingsland rd, ProvisionDealer. June 24 at 3.30 at 
offices of Harris, Fiusbury circus E 
Villars, William Jobn, William Alfred Villars, and Valentine 
Villars, London rd, Southwark, Upholsterers. June 25 at 12 at the 
Incorporated Law Institution, Chancery lane. Maynard, Clifford’s 
inn 
Wain, William Nuttall, Stockton, out of business. Juno 24 at 11 at 
the Queen Hotel, birmingham, Bobson, Middlesborough 
Walker, Sam, Nunroyd, York, Woolsort, June 28 at 3 at the Batley 
Station Hotel, Batley. Scholefield and Taylor 
Watkins, Eliza Emma, Birmingham, Boot Dealer, June 27 at 3 at 
offices of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Webber, William Row, Forest Gate, Essex, Builder. June 22 at 10.15 
at offices ef Hicks. Globe rd, Mile end 
Whitaker, Henry, Bradford, Mantle Maker. June 25 at 4 at 29, Tyrrel 
st, Bradford 
White, George, Blackstock rd, Holloway, Grocer. June 24 at 4 at 37, 
Bedford row. Marshall 
Whitehouse, Joseph, Tipton, Stafford, Iron Dealer. June 27 at 3 at 
offices of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 
Wi: dmi!l, Charles, Roath, Cardiff, Butcher. June 28 at 3 at offices of 
Jones, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Winser Frank, and James Winser, Hadlow, Kent, Drapers. July 26 
at 11 at the Cannon st Hotel, Palmer, Tanbridge 
Wolfskeh], William, Liverpool, out of business. July 1 at 12 at offices 
of Etty, Lord st, Liverpool 
Tuxspay, June 18, 1878, 
Aldred, William, Manchester, Coal Merchant. July 4 at 3 at offices oj 
Addleshaw and Warburton, Norfolk st, Manchester 
Allen, Robert Owen, Norwich, no occupation. June 29 at 2 at offices 
of Stanley, Bank plain, Norwich 
Alner, Mark, Blandford Forum, Dorset, Wheelwright. July 5 at 
11.30 at the Crown Hotel, Blandford. Howard, Weymouth 
Attwater, William, West Grinstead, Sussex, Miller, June 29 at 1.30 
at the King’s Head Hotel, Horsham. Nye, Brighton 
Bailey, Thomas, Oldham, Joiner. July 1 at3 at offices of Clark, 
Church lane, Oldham 
Banks, William, South Hylton, Durham, Bootmaker. Juno 28 at 11 
at offices of Haswell, John st, Sunderland 
Barrett, James, Stalybridge, Saddler. June 28 at 3 at offices of Jack- 
son, Church st, Ashton-under-Lyne 
Barrow, William, South Shields, Grocer. June 29 at 11 at offices of 
Oliver and Co, John st, Sunderland 
Blundell, Thomas, Forest hill, Dairymar. July 2 at 3 at 11, South- 
hampton buildings, Chancery lane. Watton 
Booth, Joseph, Accringten, Agent. July 2 at3 at the Peel’s Arms 
Hotel, Whalley rd, Accrington. Walton, Accrington 
Bradbury, William Mark, Ruthin, Hotel Keeper. June 27 at 12 at the 
Queen Hotel, Cheshire. Louis and Ed » Ruthin 
Budd, Henry, Aston-le-Walls, Northampton, Farmer. July 1 at3 at 
the White Lion Hotel, Banbury. Pain and Hawtin, Banbury 
Careless, Lambert, Little Hampton, Worcester, Farmer. July 5 at 11 
at offices of New and Co, Bridge st, Fvesham 
Catley, Thomas Henry, Batn, Accountant. June 27 at 11 at offices of 
Cruttwell, Harington place, Bath 
Clark, Martin, and Joseph Burn, Gateshead, Builders. June 26 at 1 
at Offices of Wilson, Collingwcod et, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Cobb, Henry, Fakenham, Norfolk, Harness Maker. July 2 at 3 at 
offices of Cates, Swan st, Fakenham 
Coles, Thomas, Lydeard St Lawrence, Somerset, Bootmaker. June 
29 at 2 at offices of Reed and Cook, Paul st, Taunton 
Dale, Richard Stork, Great Driffield, York, Tea Dealer, June 28 at 
2 at offices of Dunn, Market place, Great Driffield 
Deakin, Samuel, Croxton, Stafford, no occupation. July 1 at 12 at 
offices of Pearson, The Hermitage, Stafford st, Market Drayton 
Dix, George, Dunster house, Mincing lane, Colonial Broker. July 3 
at 12 at offices of Walls and Co, Queen Victoria st 
Dixon, Thomas Daniel, Morley, York, Cloth Manufacturer. July 1 at 
12 at offices of Carr, Albion st, Leeds 
Downes, James, Bourn, Lincoln,. Hawker. Jone 28 at 10.30 at offices 
of Beil, Bourn. Deacon and Wilkins, Peterborough 
Easlea, Edward, Thetford, Suffolk, Wine Merchant. July 9 at 12 at 
tho Guildhall, Bury St Edmunds, Salmon and Son, Bury St Ed- 


m 
Edwards, Thomas, Birmingham, Builder. June 28 at 3 at offices of 
Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Farrell, James, Billinghurst, Sussex, ll July 1 at 3 at the King’s 
() 


Arms Inp, Billingshurst. White, Guildf 
Fennell, Robert Henry, Merthyr Tydfil, Fishmonger. July 4 at 12.30 
at offices of Morgen and Scott, High st, Cardiff 
Fideli, oe ew Shopkeeper. July 1 at 11 at offices of 
» Gains’ 


oug' 

Fisch, George Elie, Ludgate hill, Dealer in Fancy Goods. June 26 at 
3 at the Masons’ ! Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall st. 
Crozier, King William st 

Fitzmaurice, Thomas, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st, Auctioneer. 
a lat 2 at pave of Slater, Guildhall cnambers, Basinghall st. 

rown, 

Fuchs, Richard, Baker. June 28 at 4 at offices of Y 

aa Sons, Met ew rates core 4 

Faunnell, Alfred, Ashford, Kent, Butches. July 9 at 3 at the Kent Arms 
Hotel, Ashford. Shakespear, King st, Cheapside 

Painter, July3at3 at 





<<>> 
Gardiner, Charles, Hackney rd, Carrier’s Agent. July 1 at 2 at offices 
,of Warde, Staple inn, Holborn 

Geddes, Harry Campbell, Rvtain, Denbigh, Commission Agent. J 
27 at 1 at the Queen Hotel, Chester, Louis and Edwards, Ruthin 

Goodall, Isaac, Looking Glass Factor. July 1 at 3 at offices of Mogg, 
Shoreditch High st. Clarke, Bloomfield st 

Goodwin, William, Silver Town, Essex, Carman. June 25 at 2 at offica 
of George, Finsbury 4. Fenton, Ly ate 

Gough, Thomas, Great Barr, Stafford, Brick Manufacturer. July 1 a 
11 at the Great Western Hotel, Monmouth st, Birmingham, Jelt, 
Birmingham’ 

Haskett, Edwin Thomas, Paxton rd, Chiswick, Builder. June 29 at 19 
at the County Court Offices, Townhall, Brentford. Woodbridge ang 
Son, Olifford’s inn 

Haswell, Henry, Birmingham, Boot Dealer. July 2 at 10,30 at 4 

n st, Birmingham, Walter, Birmingham 

Hobson, Jumes, Birmingham, Coal Dealer, July lat 3 at offices of 
Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Hockey, George, Wookey, Somerset, Butcher. July 2 at 11 at officesy 

Hobbs, Chamberlain st, Wells 


28 at 11 at offices of Eaden, Bennett's hill, Birmingham 

Hopper; John, Jarrow, Durham, Slater. June 28 at 3 at offices of 
Osborne, East King st, South Shields 

Hopper, Stephen, Ash-next-Sandwich, Kent, Brewer. July 6 at 3 at 
the Fleur-de-Lis Hotel, Canterbury. Mowll, Dover 

Hughes, Albert Henry, Graham terrace, Stoke Newington, out of busi. 
ness. Jane 27 at 3 at offices of Kisch and Co, Chancery lane 

Hull, Simeon, Leyton rd, Stratford, Grocer. June 27 at 2 at 19, Wor- 
ship st, Finsbury. Fenton, Highgate 

Isaacs, Lewis, Brick lane, Spitalfields, Feather Manufacturar. June 
28 at 10.30 at 61, Great Prescott st, Goodman’s fields. _Dobson, Duke 
st, Aldgate 

Jarvis, James Thomas, Erith, Kent, Builder. July 3 at 2 at offices of 
Parish, Great Winchester st buildings, Old Broad st 

Jefferys, Richard, Fegg Hayes, nr Tunstall, Grocer. June 28 at 12 a 
offices of Cooper and Co, Johnst, Tunstall. Sherratt, Tunstall 

Jones, Thomas Baskerville, Brecon, Licensed Victualler, July 3 at? 
at offices of Bishop, Wheat st, Brecon 

Jowett, Arcaibald, Bradford, Grocer. June 27 at 3 at offices of the 
Bradford Creditors’ Association, 7, Parkinson chambers, Markets 
Bradford 

King, William Henry, Leeds, Bootmaker. July 2 at 3 at offices of 
Tempest and Hewson, Albion st, Leeds 

Laycock, John, Wortley, ar Leeds, Cloth Faller. June 28 at 3 at the 
Horse and Jockey Inn, Commercial st, Leeds. Hopps and 


Leeds 

Lee, David, Richmond, Engraver. July 5 at 4 at the Ram Inn, High 
st, Wandsworth. Parkes 

Lee, Lewis Henry, Lee, Kent, Builder. June 26 at 3 at officesof 
Scard and Son, New Cross rd 

Levy, Nathan, Baker’s row, Whitechapel, Boot Manufacturer. Jane 
27 at bye ex at 61, Great Prescott st, Goodman’s field. Dobson, Duke 
st, Aidgate 

Lewis, Evan, Lewis Lewis, and William Lewis, Trealaw, Glamorgan, 
Timber Merchants. July 4 at 1 at the Royal Hotel, Cardiff, Morgan, 
Pontypridd 

McCoy, Thomas, Gateshead, Furalture Broker. June 28 at 12 at 
Offices of Rhagg, Grainger st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Mobbs, Henry Carnfield, Northampton, Plumber. July 2at 11 at 
offices of Andrew, Market sq, Northam 

Moore, John, Aston, Birmingham, Cab Proprietor. June 28 at 10.15 
at offices of East, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Mumford, William Burton, Salisbury, Corn Merchant. July 2 at 3 at 
offices of Hodding, Market house, Salisbury 

Newstead, Robest Benjamin, Great Yarmouth, Potato Merchant. 
July 9 at 11 at offices of Cowl, South Quay, Great Yarmouth 

Nicholson, Joseoh Metcalfe, Leeds, Surgeon. June 26 at 8 at offices of 

Hopps and Bedford, Bank st, Leeds 

Parfitt, Alfred, Pentre,Glamorgan, Brewer. July 6 at 3 at the Queen’s 

Hojel, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Peacock, Arthur, Farringdon rd, Clerkenwell, Printer. July 2 at3 ab 

at offices of Lewis, Wiimington sq, Clerkenwell 

Pidduck, George, Central st, City rd, Brewer. Jaly 1 at 2 at offices of 

Holmes, Ciement’s lane, Lombard st 

Plant, Robert, Birmingham, Retail Brewer. June 28 at 12 a6 offices of 

East, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Porter, Benjamin, and John Smith, Tipton, Royalty Masters. June 26. 

at 4 at offices of Stokes, Priory st, Dudley 

Priestley, Albert, Bradford, Machine Broker. July 3 at 11 at offices of 

Hutchinson, Piccadiliy chambers, Piccadilly, Bradford 

Priestley, Samve), Bradford, Roller Coverer. July 1 at 11 at offices of 

Hatchinson, Piccadilly chambers, Piccatilly, Bradford 

Reeve, Thomas Lewis, Leamington, out of business. June 28 at 12 at 

offices of Smith, Temple st, Birmingham 

Rickus, Charles, Birmingham, Pocket Book Manufacturer. June 29 

at 1] at offices of Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, Birmingham 

Ridsdale, Frederick, Kirbymisperton, York, Butcher. July 8 at 1 at. 

offices of Walker, Pickering 

Roberts, David, Rhyl, Flint, Townhall Keeper. July 4 at 11.30 at 

offices of Louis and Co, Townhall, Rhy! 

Rogers, Frederick Francis, Malvern Wells, Worcester, Music Seller. 

July 4 at 4.45 at Northfield house, Cheltenham. Potter 

— James, Leeds, Draper. June 28 at 3 at offices of Hewson, 


8 
Salway, Thomas Henry, Stoke St Gregory, Somerset, Butcher. June- 
28 3 10.30 at the Three Crowns Hotel, Bridgewater. Morgan, 


ontypool 
Saunders, William, Guildford, Butcher. July 3 at 2 at 1, Lea Pale rd, 
Guildford ; ; 
Seager, George, Ipswich, Builder. June 28 at 12 at offices of Cobbold 
and Co, Tower st, Ipswich 
Licensed Victualler. June 27 at 12 at- 


Shem Em 

offices of Pierson, Queen #, Shetild 

ee Widnes, Lan er. July 3 at 2 at, 
of Gibson Beasley 





e, Thomas Samuel, idnes, a 
offices of Gibson and Co, South st, Liverpool. Beasley, Widnes 





cashire, Shoemak 
and Co, South John st, Liverpool. 
Widnes 


Holloway, Edward, Balsall Heath, Worcester, out of business, Jung | 
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Shepherd, Joseph, Stockton-on-Tees, Whitesmith. July 2 at 3 at offices 
of Dodds and Co, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees, Cadle, Stockton-on- 


ees 
gual, Samuel, Walsall, Builder. July 2 at 3 at offices of Wilkinson 
and Gillespie, Bridge st, Walsall 
simpson, Joseph, Burnley, Grocer. June 29 at 11 at 12, Hargreaves 
le: 


Buro! 
‘ a Notts, no occupation. July 5 at 12 at offices of Fraser, 
Wheeler gate, Notts 
Smithers, George, jun, Duke st, London bridge, Fishmonger. July 8 
at 12 at the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham st. Philbrick, Basing- 


8b 

Speake, Joseph, Nilnrow, Lancashire, Builder. July 1 at 3at offices of 
Ashworth, Yorkshire st, Rochdale 

Sperrey, William, Cromford. De by, Lead Smelter, 
Bell Hot , Saddler gate, Derby. Hextall, Derby 

Stewart, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, License Victualler. July 1 
at 12 at offices of Garbutt, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Symonds, William, Sandpits, Salop, Innkeeper. July 4 at 12 at 2, Mill 
st, Ludlow. Bowles 

. George, Worcester, Sewing Machine Dealer. June 28 at 

$.30 at offices of Corbet and Co, Church st, Kidderminster 

Thorne, James Henry, Llanelly, Baker. June 26 at 11.30 at offices of 
Williams, Pontardulais 

Tricklebank, John, Aston, Warwick, out of business, July lat 11 at 
4, Bridge st, Walsall. Stanley 

Walker, Lawrence, Stanley Mills, Stafford, FlintGrinder. July 8 atll 
at offices of Young, High et, Longton 

Walker, Lewis, Stanley Mills, Stafford, Flint Grinder. July 8 at 11 at 
offices of Young, High st, Longton 

Wardle, Edward John, Newcastle-npon-Tyne, Iron Merchants. Jane 
9% at 2 at offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-uvon-T yne 
atts, Alfred Aucustus, Ipswich, Solicitor. July 6 at 3 at the Guild- 
hall Tavern, Gresham st. Cridge, Bishopsgate st Within 

Webster, Thomas, Nottinzham, of no cc:upation. July 5 at 4 at offices 
of Fraser, Wheeler Gate, Nottingham 

White, Henry, Birmingham, Boot Manufacturer. July 1 at 12 at offices 
of Reece and Harris, New st, Birmingham ; 

Wiseman, Henry, Culvert rd, Battersea park, Greengrocer. July 5 at 
12 at offices of Ambrose and Co, Grecian chambers, Devereux court, 


Temle 

Woodcock. Thomas, Ynyshir, Glamorgan, Collier. July 4 at 10 at 
offices of Hollier and Williams, Church st, Pontypridd 

Woolley, Ruge'ey, Stafford, out of business. July 9 at lat the Three 
Tuns Inns, Gaolgate st, Stafford. Twynam, Rugeley 

Wylie, Thomas, jun, Cheltenham, Draper. July 6 at 11 at offices of 
Gabb, Essex place, Cheltenham 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of tha Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it “the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aad Children.” 

Highly commended by the entira Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
MICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINa A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
= Chocolate, ani may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 


Intin packets at 1s. 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


July 2 at 2 at the 











PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 


57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painless system of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 
ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 


that 





READY ON JULY 31, 1878, 
The Sixth Edition of the 


({0IDE to the PREPARATION of BILLS of 
COSTS in all the DIVISIONS of the HIGH COURT of JUSTICE 


andin LUNACY. Edited by T. W. PRIDMORE, one of the principal 
Clerks in the Taxing Masters’ Otfice of tae Court of Chancery. 
Price Ten Shillings and Sixpence. 
Warextow & Sons (Limirep), London-wa'!, wreat Winchester-strect, 
and Parliament-street, Loadon, 


Ctietenass 





This day, price 2s. 


URGICAL EVIDENCE in COURTS of LAW. 
By JOHN ERIC ERICHSEN, F.R.S., &. 
Lon : Lonemans & Co, 





AW EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. Atzert Sr. Pavt 

{M.A.Oxon), Solicitor, prepares gentlemen for theirPreliminary, 

Intermediate, and Final Examinations, either privately, or in class. 
Resident pupils reoeived.—Address, 11, Staple-inn, London, W.O. 





s ete LONDON ASSURANCE 
(Incorporated by Royal Charter, a.p. 1720.) 
FOR FIRE, LIFE, AND MARINE ASSURANCES, 
Head Office:—No. 7, ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 


Wrst Enp Agents, 
Messrs, GRINDLAY & CO., 55, Parliament-street, 8.W. 


Governor—EDWARD BUDD, Esq. 
Sub-Governor—MARK WILKS COLLET, Esq. 
Deputy-Governor— WILLIAM RENNIE, Esq. 
Directors. 
A. C. Guthrie, Fsq. 
Louis Huth, Esq. 
Henry J. B. Kendall, Esq. 
Charles Lyall, Esq. 
Capt. R. W. Pelly, R.N. 
David Powell, Esq. 
P. F, Robertson, Esq. 
Robert Ryrie, Esq. 
David P. Sellar, Esq. 
Col. Leopold Seymour. 
Lewis A. Wallace, Esq. 
William B. Watson, Esq. 
Solicitors. 
Messrs. Johnsons, Upton, Budd, & | Messrs. Collyer-Bristow, Withers, 
Atkey, 20, Austinfriars, E.C. & Russell, 4, Bedford-row, W.C. 


H. Gough Arbuthnot, Esq. 
Robert Burn Blyth, Esq. 
William T, Brand, Esq. 
Major-General H, P. Burn. 
George W. Campbell, Esq. 
George B. Dewhurst, Esq. 
Robert B, Dobree, Esq. 
George L. M. Gibbs, Esq. 
Robert Gillespie, Esq. 
Howard Gilliat, Esq. 
Henry Goschen, Esq, 
Edwin Gower, Esq. 





NOTICE is hereby given that the fifteen days of grace atlowed for 
renewal of Midsummer Policies will expire on 9:h July. 


The Directors invite applications for Agencies for the Fire and Life 
Departments. 

Prospectuses, copies of the Fire, Life, and Marine Accounts, and all 
other information can be had on application. 


JOHN P. LAURENCE, Secretary. 


AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
4 COMPANY. Chief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to upwards of 
£1,500,000 sterling. : 
Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build 
ing, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C, Pemserton, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor 
44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 
The Directors iavite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
is free from all conditions, 
The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, whether absolute or contingent. 
Prospectuses, Copies of the Directors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
sheet, and every information, sent post free, on application to 
FRANK M‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


"HE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON. 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shangh ai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fali below £100. 

Derosirs received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :— 
At 5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
For shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 
upon, 

= issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any ofthe Branches 
of the Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

Sates AND Purcwasss effected in British and foreign securities, in 
= India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same under- 
taken. 

Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized 

Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 











ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to beSOLD or LET, including 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 

Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 

Investments gonerally, is published on the first day of each month, 

and may be obtained, free ofcharge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, E.C., 

or wil! be sent by postin return for two stamps,—Particulars for inser- 

tion should be received not later than four days previous tothe end 
of the preceding month. 


Om (Ground Floor), 43, Bedford-row, 
Holborn, W.C.—A capital set of Offices to Let, containing four 
room$ and ante-room, and also a fire-proof room for deeds and papers. 
Well adapted to a firm of Solicitors or Architects. Rent £130.—Apply, 
between 10 a.m. and 4 p.m.,to the Housskesrer, 43, Bedford-row, 
w.c. 








NE PENNY PER FOLIO. ABSTRACTS 
ONE PENNY PER FOLI0. Bills of Costs, 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Briefs, 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Fair Copy. 
Hooper & Sons, 69, Ludgate-hil 
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SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


INSTITUTED 1858. 


For the Relief of Poor and Necessitous Solicitors and Proctors in England and Wales, 
and their Wives, Widows, and Families. 


THE EIGHTEENTH ANNIVERSARY FESTIVAL 
In aid of this Association will take place at 
THE STAR AND GARTER HOTEL, RICHMOND, SURREY, 
ON WEDNESDAY NEXT, JUNE 26th, 1878, 


The Right Honourable Sir GEORGE JESSEL, Master of the Rolls, in the Chair. 


The Board desire earnestly to call the attention of the Profession to the fact that the claims upon the funds 
of this Association are greatly on the increase, and they hope, therefore, that they will have the hearty co-operation 
of their Professional Brethren to enable them to carry to a successful issue the approaching Festival. 


DINNER TICKETS 25s. Each. 


A Life Member's Subscription to the Association is £10 10s. ; an Annual Member's, £1 1s. a year. 
Bankers—THE UNION BANK OF LONDON, CHANCERY LANE BRANCH. 
9, CLIFFORD’s-INN, Lonpon, E.C. THOMAS EIFFE, Secretary, 
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AN IMPORTANT peer to" TO LAW WRITERS AND | P ARTRIDGE & COOPER, 


OLICITORS. 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS. | WHOMBSALE AND T chamory lane, London, 2.0. 


This new Ink supplies the demand continualiy made but never . : din 
before met, for a ea Ink which is uninjured by Steel or other Carriage on “8 con rand oan bene Dane ing 208, 
Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left in this ink for months do not impair | DRarr iene sy 132 <a ” a tberea fia 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens in the least corroded by it. | Brier Pa cee eo ee e oy 
The existing Red Inks rapidly destroy Steel Pens, and lose their red | Footscar oo a | abort a es Py per ream. 
colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens, This newcolour | CREAM-LAID Nore, 3s., 45, wr 9 Avge Sennen 
is a very rich scarlet red of great beauty. The colour of this ink is | LaR@® CaxaM-LaIp ae i. ape jc . perream, — 
not affected by use upon parchment, and is consequently of’ great | Lasee Buue Nore, 3s. 6d., ae ee - aw aye pat 
value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen, ENVELOPES, Cream on Buus, 38, 9d., 4s. °° - ls — y 

Sold in stone bottles, retail at 1s., 2s., $s.; and Imperial Quarts of | THE‘ Tempue”’ Envetorr, extra secure, og per 1000, 


i FooiscaP Orrictat Exvevorss, ls. 94. per 100, 
SN ee ee PARTRIDGE & CooPeR’s Vettum Wove OLvs-Hovse Nore, 9s. 6d, 


a ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthles 

EDE AND S50N imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to. observe tht 

each sheet bears the Bay) Ree Beene 

COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE UB-HUU. .” Wwithes 

ROBE M A KE RS which none is genuine. wi 

InpENTURE Sains, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 5d. each, 28aype 
BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, doz., 1358, per roll. 


To He Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench | Seconps on FotLowers, Ruied, 2s. 1d, each, 24s, per dozen, 115apet 
Corporation of London, &c. 


roll, 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS?’ GOWNS, mp eal ERE te egg eg aN 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN’S COUNBEL’S DITTO, Ledgers, Day aks. Co De panies or Minute Books 
CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITYS CLERGY GOWNS, ZC. UNTER iidin sevieeieo seat ae 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON Healthy Skin and Good Complexion. 


LONDON GAZE TE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


-——~y GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
rect the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 

cf his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- TOILET, NURSERY AND. " SH AVING 
-sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued Recommended in the Journal of Cutaneous Medicine, edited by 
‘support.—N.B. One copy of adzertisement only required, and thestrictest MR. ERASMUS WILSON ’ F.RB.S. ’ 

care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for adverstise 


ment and file of ‘‘ London Gaztte” kept, By appointment. THE ROYAL F AMILY, 
The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. And Sold by Chemists and Perfumers everywhere, 
Every requisitc onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest notic LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT, 


FINEST MEAT-FLAVOURING STOCK FOR SOUPS, MADE 
rhe BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate use DISHES, AND SAUCES, 
a CLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed ’ 
in the properform for registration and distribution. SHAKE CER- LIEBIG COMPANY $ EXTRACT OF MEAT. 
BEALS fer DENTURES, Sc,onpruved enipetaseh) GHUvenee, CAUTION,—Genuine only with the fac-simile of Bari 
ig executed ches. m- ; 
panies Fee Stamps Railway & Seca Deer. — Liebig’s Signature in Blue lak across Label. 


-nstian? innana Mei LIEBIO COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT, 
RICHARD FLINT & co. DINNEFORD’S MAGNESIA 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet | The Medical Profession for over Forty Years have approved of this pure 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn), solution as the best remedy for 


Annual and ather Returns Stamped and Filed. ACIDITY of the STOMACH, HEARTBURN, HEADACHE, GOUT 
. and INDIGESTION, 
ALKER’S CRYSTAL CASE WATCHES are | And as the safest Aperient for Delicate Constitutions, Ladies, 
superseding all others.—Prize Medals, London, 1462; Paris, hildren, and Infants. 


1867. Gold trom 15 1. Silver from £6 6s.—68, Cornhill; 236 DINN E FORD'S MAGNESIA. 
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